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Him which is, and which was, and which is 
to come; and from the ſeven Spirits which 
are before his throne; and from Jeſus Chriſt, 
who is the faithful witneſs, and the firſt be- 
gotten -of the dead, and the Prince of the 
kings of the earth. 

Have read your Letter; addreſſed to the 
author of. the Loyaliſt, and found, that it was 
a pretty faithful copiation from the Reformed 
Teſtimony, and its Vindications. Or, to uſe 
your own words, There is nothing, in ſub-._ 
« ſtance in it, but the old ground walked over. 
** of new, and. the old beaten path again trode, 
« and followed out in its native length and 
direction, until you have reduced the con- 
« troverſy to a mere childiſh threap, by bare- 
ly repeating over and over the ſame things, 
« ſupported only by WE. and wy 

40 * al- 
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ee aſſertion, without paying any due attention 
to the arguments on the other fide.” _ 
The ſcope of your Epiſtle, if it has any 
| determinate ſcope, is not, as might have been 
expected, to refute the doctrine taught by the 
Loyaliſt, but to combat the doctrine of Paſſive 
Obedience and Non- reſiſtance. This doctrine 
is not taught by the Loyaliſt, nor is it a 
neceſſary conſequence of his principles about 
ſubjection to civil government: And, there: 
fore, your Letter ſhould have been de ry 
not to the Loyaliſt, but, to a Mr. Hobbs, 
who, about a hundred years ago, publiſhed 
2 book, entitled, 2e Leviathan 5 in which 
the doctrine of Paſhve Obedience, and Non- 
reſiſtance, is defended with great keenneſs. 
_ Pamphlets on religious ſubjects, have com- 

_ monly a text of ſacred Scripture on their title. 
page, reſpecting the ſubject, or the manner of 

Handling it: When I read on your title. page, 
A aft anfoer turneth away wrath ; but griev- 
ous words ſtir up anger, it was reaſonable 
to expect, that though the manner of treating 
your. ſubject might not be maſterly, yet it 
would be mild; but before two pages were 
read, tlie reaſonable expectation evaporated 
into fmoke. - The divine proverb taught you 
to give a ſoft anſwer, but ſorſaking your in- 
fallible guide, you have turned into the path 
of invective, which ſtirreth up anger. 

It appears ſrom many paſſages of your 
Letter, that paſſion i is the parent of it; and 
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that! Aden writing it, the ſun hath often gone 
down upon your wrath. Among a multitude 
of others, which might be given, the few 
following extracts from your Letter, will be = 
a ſpecimen of your ſoft anſwer. 
« I found,” ſay you, much deciſive confi 
ce dence; a pedantic parade of language, at- 
* tended with a maſterly air of great ſuperior 
_ © ſelf-importance; as if learning, knowledge, 
and wiſdom to underſtand and manage that, 
« and every other ſubject, ſhould excluſively 
„belong to, and live and die with the Seceſ- 
+ flon.—A diſpoſition, far from being ſerious, 
<« or honourable to the cauſe of truth and re- 
&® ligion, appears in the whole brotherhood. —. 
e The loyalty of the Seceſſion, of which they 
e boaſt ſo much on all occaſions, is a mere 
« empty ſound, and 'ſycophantic' pretence.— 
© You take it for granted, that your bare word 
is argument; you ſay fo and ſo, and there- 
fore your reader muſt believe, that it is fo. 
« and fo. The Burgher and Antiburgher 
1 85 ynods, like Herod, and the Herodians, 
5 and the Phariſees againſt Chriſt, join againſt 
« the Reformed Preſbytery. —Seceders, by the 
© help of metaphyſics, ſound of words, and 
„ ihew of learning, go to work, throw down, 
tear up, and eraſe the walls, gates and bars, 
„which God and man, reaſon and common 
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= «© ſenſe have ſet about the ordinance of civil 
d ** government, until they have made a plain 
ax * and patent way, for gracefully bringing 1 in 
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« the huge ſecular Beaſt of Rome, exalting 


« {itſelf above all that is called God &. 


Theſe are railing accuſations againſt your 


15 | brethren, and I am perſuaded, that you believe 


them to be ſo. Bur Seceders, who fear God, 


will not render evil for evil, or railing for 
railing, but contrariwiſe bleſſing; and they 


will not offer ſtrange fire on God's altar, leſt 
they be conſumed. The huge ſecular Beaſt 

of Rome came in, and has long been ſup- 
ported, by railing accuſations; and is it not 


à great pity, Sir, that you attempt to ſupport 


a cauſe, which you take to be the cauſe of 

God, by the ſame unhallowed weapons ? 
The country-clatters, mentioned in your 

Introduction, about a Reverend Father in the 


Seceſſion, &c. who, according to report, aſ- 


ſumed the prerogative of JEHOVAH, are 


ridiculous, unworthy of public notice; and in 


publiſhing them, you ſtooped below the good 
fenſe of a ſcholar and divine. - But one thing 
in your Introduction is very remarkable! 
„Were the government, Tay you, (p. 5.) to 


« judge it worth their notice, I, for my part, 


* ſhould have no manner of objection, to ſub- 


e“ mit the whole controverſy about govern- 


© ment, between the Seceſſion and the Re- 
« formed Preſbytery, unto his preſent Britiſh 
i Majeſty, or the Miniſter of State; nor 
by ' ſhould I entertain a doubt of obtaining their 
cc ap- 
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cealed FEI your. reader, ſor WIT known 
to yourſelf, is to prove, that the Britin Go. 
vernment is unlawful, and therefore ſliould be 
diſowned; but you will never be able to prove 
this from the doctrine of flavery, though the 
Loyaliſt had defended it in a hundred volumes. 
Las reaſoning, Sir, is not only inconcluſive, 
but truly ridiculous, The Loyaliſt has taught 
the doctrine of. Paſſive: Obedience e, therefore 
the Britiſh Government is unlawful. If you 
never meant to reaſon in this abſurd manBery 
pray, Sir, for what purpoſe have you Written 
an hundred and thirty pages, almoſt, abont 
nothing elſe, but Tente Obedience and Nons 

reſiſtance? F 
Another bean 1 the Ss ali ith 
bear witneſs to the orthodoxy, of his do&rine- 
“It is no fin,” ſays he (p. 25- £ «10; obey 
sa king of a different religion, in; things law: 
« ful, when it is not in the power of Chriſtians 
< tai chooſe a king of their own. religion," as. 
** was the caſe with the primitive, Chriſtians, 
40 during the firſt three centuries; abc the 
« ſame is the caſe with all Chriſtians in Popiſh 
6 and Pagan countries at this day.?“ "oY 

I am glad to inform you, Sir, as you; may. 

hear more fully afterwards, that you, have 
adopted the doctrine taught by the Loy ali, 
in this laſt quotation; and have expreſſod it 
in much ſtronger terms. The ſaints,” fay 
you, in the concluſion of your Letter,“ in 1 caſe 
pF e may be lulgeet to tyrants and 
| I. uſurp- 
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<< ofarpers, in all things la wfül, and yet be 
<&< blameleſs:”- Vou will not ſay, that this 
doctrine, taught by yourſelf, . followed out 
« in its native length and direction, terminates 
«in the centre of the hoſtile camp of abſolute 
power, paſhve obedience and non- reſiſtance.“ 
But how comes it to paſs, Sir, that the very 
ſame doctrine, taught by the Loyaliſt, is in- 
jurious to truth, and to the civil and Be ep 

| Yr pt -of men. 
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see a Defence of the Doctrine rang) by 
the LoxvALIST, about SubjeSion tg | the 1 
Britiſh Government. 5 


Tur. doctrine taught Ny the 107 aliſt i is, 
That obedience is due to 15 lawful 
commands of the . Britiſh Magiſtrates. For 
reaſons known to himlelf, Mr. Steven has not 
openly attacked this doctrine, but hath given it 
many blowsin the dark, by attempting to over- 
throw the arguments brought for the ſupport 
of it. The attempt is vain, for the arguments 
are fairly drawn from divine precepts, and 
from approven examples. of the Church, * 

the days of old. | 
The firſt argument, for ſupporting the doc- 
trine of the Loyaliſt, is drawn from Matth. 
XXIi. 21. e Render therefore unto Cæſar, the 
„things 


. 


ren 
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od NT. which are Czſar's.” The argumen- | 


tation of the Loyaliſt, from this precept, is as 
follows ; “ If it was the duty of the Jewiſh 


« Church to pay tribute to Czfar, a wicked 
« Tdolater, it cannot be our fin to pay tribute 
« to Chriſtian rulers,” This reaſoning is ſo 
clear and convincing, that Mr. Steven uns 

no way to evade the force of it, but by im- 

| poſing upon this precept, abſurd and contra- 
dictory gloſſes. Walking in the way of the 
Reformed Preſbytery, he ſays (p. 90.), Our 
„Saviour leaves Cæſar's claim unreſolved.” 
This comment deprives a divine precept of 
all ſenſe, and leaves it ſtanding as a cypher 
among the commands of Chriſt k. The Loy- 
aliſt, walking in the good old way of all com- 
mentators known to him, the Reformed Preſ.. 
bytery excepted, conſiders the reply of our 
Lord to the Herodians, -as a command to pay 
tribute to Cæſar. Pool ſays on this precept,, 
The admiſhon of a prince's coin as current 
* among a people, was a. teſtimony of their 
+ owning, and ſubjection to ſuch a prince. 
Such an image and ſuperſoription this piece 
« of money had: upon which our Saviour 
* concludes, Render therefore unto Ceſar, the 
things which are Cſar's. Although Cæſar 
be an uſurper, yet God hath given you into 


1 hands, you have owned him, by accep- 


ting his coin as current among you,” — 


And 


LY % 


"« 


ee Loyaliſt, p. 8,—9. 
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And on this text Henry ſays, „Our Lord 

© Teſus gave a full anſwer to their queſtion. 

4 He forced them, ere they were aware, 

„ to confeſs Cæſar's authority over them, 
It is a rule in the Jewiſh Talmud, that he 
Lis the king of the country, whoſe coin is 
current in the country. And ſome think, 

'« the ſuperſcription upon this coin, was a 

_ « memorandum of the conqueſt of Judea by 
dt the Romans, Anno poſt coptam Fudeam ; 
and they admitted this too. From hence 


ITT * 24 


. — : 
- _—_ a _ 0 4 " 
I 4 Av S e "1; q 2 3 . 
6 1 D ä ISS 8 2 . — 4 
hoon > we o * 2 W e * IE > , 7 * 
, * . 


5 « he inferred the lawfulneſs of paying tribute 
C |. « to Cæſar, Render therefore to Ceſar, &c. 
It is too late to diſpute paying tribute to 
1 


„ Ceælar, for you are become a province of 

„ the empire; and when once a relation is 
admitted, the duty of it muſt be performed.” 
=_ Burkitt, Doctor Gill, Doctor Guyſe, &c. &c. 
conſider this paſſage as a command to pay 
418} tribute to Cæſar. 

Ihe ſenſe of this text, en theſe great 
7 Ges in Iſrael have given, is one, as the 
| ſenſe of all Scripture is; and it is agreeable 
178 to the analogy of faith, and to the dictates 
| of common ſenſe : But the ſenſe which the 
Reformed brethren have given of it, is three- 
E | fold, and full of manifeſt contradictions.— 
heir firſt comment is, That Chriſt left 

% Cæſar's claim unreſolved.” Their ſecond 

is, That Cæſar had a Juſt title to all that /; 

„ was due —to a murderer.” Their third is, 
hat the Jews did not underſtand this text, 
5 % as 
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„ag a command to pay tribute to Cæſar, 


« as would appear from Luke xxiii. 2. They 
*/began to accuſe bim, Jaying, Me found this 
e fellow perverting the nation, and forbidding 
* 70. give tribute to Hur.“ Gee os 5 5 
p- 4495 c.) 


The Nb Preſb\ ytery will, perceive, 


if they do not ſhut their eyes, that theſe com- 


ments are at as great variance, one with ano- 
The firſt repreſents | 
Chriſt as teaching, That tribute was neither 
due nor undue to Cæſar. The fecond repre- 
fents him as teaching, That death was due 
to Cæſar. And the third repreſents him as 
forbidding to give tribute to Cæſar: And it 
repreſents the falſe witneſſes as ſpeaking the 
truth, when they ſaid, Me found this fellpw | 
perverting the nation, and forbidding * to give 
tribute to Ceſar. This triple ſenſe is not only. 
pregnant with contradictions, but allo deſtroys 
the juſt reaſoning in the text and context, 


and renders it nugatory to the uttermoſt.— 


If Chriſt had intended to teach, that death was 
Cæſar's due, he would not have ſaid, Shew me 
the tribute-money, but, Shew me an inſtrument 
of death. *' 

A ſecond argument, "fob? ſupporting. the 
doctrine of the Loyaliſt, is drawn from Rom. 
xili. 1.—7. Let every ſoul be ſubject to the 
bigher powers: For there , is no power but of 
From this paſſage the Loyaliſt 
argues thus: lf the Holy IEG command- 
2 46 ed 
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<« ed the Chriſtians at Rome, whether Jews 
* or Gentiles, to be ſubject to the Heathen 


« Magiſtrates, and that under the pain of 


« damnation ; ought not we to be ſubject to 
«© Magiſtrates who are profeſſed, and, no . 
te many of them true Chriſtians?” To evade 
the argument founded on this paſlage, a very 


odd ſenſe is impoſed upon it: Mr. M. Millan, 


junior, in a printed Letter from Stirling, tells 
his reader, That when the apoſtle ſays, 
© There is no power but of God the powers 


that be, are ordained of God: he certainly 


% means, either the office of Magiſtracy in 
« all its different branches, in the abſtract; 


« QXorelle the office filled with virtuous rulers 


% only.” The Loyaliſt hath juſtly expoſed 


the abſurd and obvious conſequences of this 


comment, p. 14, 15. to which the reader is 


- referred. Mr. Steven hath adopted and im- 


proved this expoſition very remarkably ; and 
if the maſter did well, the ſcholar hath done 
far better. Page 32. of his Letter, he ſays, 
« Mr. M-Millan—conſiders Magiſtracy i in it- 
« ſelf, even while it is not veſled in the perſon 
<« of any human adminiſtrator, as a real ordi- 
& nance of God, to be practically ſubmitted 
to by men, whether there is an organized 
t legiſlature or not and thereſore the Apoſ- 
„e tle might well enjoin ſubjection to the ordi- 
© nance of God, even in this abſtract ſenſe.“ 
Mr. Steven ſays, This expoſition goes upon 


46 4 the principles of truth, reaſon, and religion; 
but 


r 19 
but he ſhould rather have ſaid, that it goes 
upon the ruin of all civil and church rulers: 
There is no need of Magiſtrates, for the pu- 
niſhment of evil doers, and for the praiſe of 
them that do well, if men can practically ſub- 
mit to the ordinance of Magiſtracy in itſelf, 
even when it is not veſted in the perſon of 
any human adminiſtrator. » There is no need 
for Miniſters of Chriſt, to preach the goſpel 
of ſalvation; if men can practically ſubmit to 
the ordinance of preaching in itſelf, even when 
it is not veſted in the perſon of any human 
adminiſtrator. If the reader duly exerciſe his 
reaſon, he will ſee, that theſe are not forced, 
but the native and unavoidable conſequences 
of a practical ſubmiſſion to the ordinance of 
Magiſtracy in the abſtract. 

Tais abſtract ſenſe, is contrary to the FRE | 
| lowing excellent rule of interpreting Scripture, 
„That the literal fenſe ſhould not be departed 
e from, without neceſſity. The ſenſe of this 
paſſage is evidently literal, for it contains an 
exhortation to be ſubject to civil rulers, with 
motives to enforce the exhortation. And, 
tnerefore, to impoſe an abſtract and metaphy- 
tical ſenſe upon it, is a manifeſt perverſion of it, 
and good for nothing but to excite deriſion. 

If this abſtract ſenſe be true, it muſt be in- 
variable; for the meaning of Scripture doth 
not change with the times: And according 
to this ſenſe, Paul has Seren all the Churches 
ot Chriſt, from his own day to the end of the 
C2 world, 


” 
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world, to be ſubject, not to Magiſtrates how- 
Ever good, but to fubmit practically to the 
_ © ordinance of Magiſtracy in itſelf, even while 
eit is not veſted im the Wen of any human 
< adminiſirator.” -- 

This ablira& ſenſe, is contrary to the — ö 
of the Apoſtle in this paſlage, which was to 
remove- the reproach, which the Chriſtian 
religion lay under in the world, as an enemy 
to civil government; as a le& that turned 
the world up- ſide- down; and the embracers 
of it, as enemies to Cæſar. The Loyaliſt 
and Mr. Steven are perfectly agreed about 
the ſcope of this paſſage, as appears from his 
own words. Page 28. he ſays, That Paul, 
* on the one hand, wiſely and prudently re- 
* prehended the miſtaken notion of thoſe, who 
dreamed, that the Chriſtian liberty ſet looſe 
from ſubjection to Magiſtrates; and on the 
© other hand, he guarded the Chriſtian religi- 
< on, from the reproach unjuſtly caſt upon it 
“ in that day, viz. that it was, in its nature, 
* contrary to civil and political order and 
10 government.” If Mr. Steven had «duly 
believed, and pondered the juſt ſentiments 
expreſſed in his own words, he wonld not 
have ſpent ſixty pages in proving his abſtract 
ſenſe of this paſſage, which evidently over- 
throws the ſcope of the Apoſtle. A ſubmiſſion 
to the ordinance of Magiltracy in itlelf, even 
while it is not veſted in the perſon of any 
human adminiſtrator, could not guard the 

Chr. 
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caſt upon it. Nothing could wipe away this 


rulers, which then were. If this paſſage be 
conſidered as a. command to ſubmit to the 


command was ever more diſregarded; nay, 
it was never obeyed. We are certain, that 

the Chriſtians at Rome, and in every province 
of the empire, ſubmitted to the ordinance of 
Magiſtracy in the concrete; that is, they were 


witneſs, that, during the period of three hund- 


things lawful, nor diſſeminated ſeditious prin- 
ciples among their connections. When Poly- 


to ſwear by the fortune of Cæſar, he peremp- 
give honour to princes, but ſuch honour as 


ſome of Cæſar's hbuſhold enrolled among the 
ſaints, Philip. iv. 22. and Eraſtus the cham- 
berlain of a Heathen city, Rom. xvi. 23.— 
Did theſe converts to Chriſtianity, ſubmit to 
the ordinance of Magiſtracy in itſelf, even 
while it was not veſted in the perſon of any 
human adminiſtrator !. 


x 


liract ſenſe of this paſſage, In the 34th. and 
eight following pages, he tells us, That 
Wy. - Sal- 
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| Chriſtian religion from the reproach unju ſtlxyx 


calumny, but a dutiful ſubjection to the civil 


ordinance of Magiſtracy in the abſtract, no 


ſubject to the Roman Cæſars. Hiſtory bears 


red years, they neither refuſed obedience in 


carp was required to blaſpheme Chriſt, and 
torily refuſed, and ſaid, We are taught to | 


* is not contrary. to true religion.” We find 


But it is very. reaſonable to hear what 
Mr. Steven has to ſay in ſupport of his ab- 
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Salmaſius, Chryſoſtome, Sydney, Bennet, 
Murray, and the Aﬀociate Preſbytery, have 
given their ſuffrage to his abſtract comment.” 
Let the reader conſult Mr. Steven's large 
quotations from the writings of theſe com. 
mentators,' and he will not find any one of 
them teaching, That Paul exhorted the 
Romans to be ſubje@ to the ordinance. of 
« Magiſtracy in itfelf, even while it is not 
e veſted in the perſon of any human admini. 
< ſtrator.” And the attentive reader will 
eaſily perceive, that theſe Stateſmen and 
Divines are not pleading for Mr. Steven's 
abſtraQ ſenſe of this paſſage, but are combat- 
ing the abſurd doctrine of Paſſive Obedience, 
and Non-reliſtance. Chryſoſtome indeed, as 
quoted by Mr. Steven from the Humble Ar. 
-tempt, ſays, © Paul ſpeaks not of the perſon 
of the Magiſtrate, but of the Magiſtracy 
« itſelf.” This ſaying ſeems to ſmile on 
Mr. Steven's abſtraQ ſenſe : But a fair quo- 
tation of the expoſition of this ancient Father 
hall be given in a following page; and it will 
give the lie to the mank and mangled quota- 
tion of the Humble Attempter. 

Mr. Steven uſes another argument, p. 54- 
for ſupporting his abſtract ſenſe, and it is 
drawn from 1 Cor. vi. 1. 6. Dare any of you, 
having a matter againſt another, go to law 
before the unjuſt, and not before the ſaints? 
But brother goetbh to law with brother, and thet 


"before the unbelicvers, *© T he infallible * 
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4 of interpretation of Scripture, is the. Scrip- 


« ture itlelf; and, therefore, when there is 


« a queſtion. aber the true and full ſenſe of : 


« any Scripture (which is not manifold, but 


e one) it muſt be ſearched and known by other 


« places that ſpeak more clearly.” But it is 


plain, that the paſſage now quoted, ſays noth- 
ing about Magiſtracy, either in the abſtract 


or concrete, and therefore throws no light on 
Rom. xiii. 1. The two paſſages are by no 
means parallel. In the one Paul exhorts the 


Romans to obey Magiſtrates, and in the other 


he reprehends the Corinthians, for going to 
law with one- another about trifling matters, 


which might eaſily have been decided by 


friendly arbitration. The conſideration of 


theſe paſſages as parallel, is a manifeſt per- 


verſion of the meaning of both; for it makes 


the enjoining of a duty, and the reprehenſion 


of a lin, to be one and the ſame thing.— 
If Paul, in his reproof to the Church of Corinth, 


intended to teach Mr. Steven's abſtra& doc- 
trine, he has cholen the molt improper words 


for his purpoſe that could be deviſed, for not 


one of them hath the remoteſt reſpect to ſuch | 


doQrine. Therefore an argument drawn from 


this paſſage, for ſupporting ſaid doctrine, is 


light as the chaff that is driven with the whirl- 
wind out of the floor, and as the ſmoke out of 
the chimney. But if Mr. Steven will have 
theſe paſſages to be parallel, he ſhould have 


given the lame abliraQ ſenſe of Paul's reproof 
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* 


of his reproof to the Corinthians would be 
as follows: Go no more to law one with 
another before the unjuſt, but . practically 
*« ſubmit your trifling diſputes to the arbitra- 
tion of the ordinance of Magiſtracy 1 in itſelf, 


had to ſay for his Magiſtracy in the abſtract, 
and he will certainly hear what the Loyaliſt 


The Loyaliſt conſiders Rom. xiii. 1. as an 


Miniſters in the fixth, are an explication of- 


_ tle is ſpeaking of the civil rulers, who were 


ing of Magiſtrates preſently exiſting, meant 


to the Corinthians, which he gave of bis 
exhortation to the Romans, and the import 


% even while it is not veſted in the perſon of 
& any human adminiltratoy.” 


The, Loyaliſt has heard what Mr. Steven 


hath to ſay for his Magiltracy in the concrete. 


exhortation to be ſubject to Magiſtrates ; and 
he proves this ſenſe from the words of the 
paſſage. The Apoſtle ſpeaks here, as if he 
had foreſeen, that his meaning would be per- 
verted. Rulers in the third verſe, and God's 


Powers in the firſt verſe. And that the Apoſ- 


in his own day, is evident from theſe words 
in the firſt verſe, The powers that be. Every 
ſchool-boy can tell, that thele words are 
in the preſent time. It is moſt unreaſonable 
to ſuppoſe, that the inſpired apoſtle, ſpeak- 


Magiſtrates who would exiſt three hundred 
years afterwards. The expoſition of the Loy- 
aliſt is ſupported by the following parallel 
texts: Titus 111. I. Put them in mind to be 


ſub- 


ab 
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| ſubject to principalities and powers; to obey 


magiſtrates. I Peter ii. 13, 14. Submit your- 
ſelves to every ordinance of man for the Lord; 

ſake © whether it be to the king, as ſupreme ; 
or unto governaurs, as unto them that are ſent 
by him, for tbe puniſhment of evil-doers, and 
for the praiſe of them, that do well. Verſe 17. 

Fear God. Honour the king. The doctrine 
of Magiſtracy in the concrete, that is, as 
veſted in the perions of human adminiſtrators, 
is ſo plainly taught in | theſe ſacred pallages, 
that little children, and babes m Chriſt, may 
diſcern it: And Mr. Steven is here challenged 
to mention a ſingle text in the volume of 


revelation, where his dorine of a practical 


ſubmiſſion to the ordinance of Magiſtracy in 
the abſtract is either aſſerted, or in the ſmal- 
leſt degree inſinuated. All expoſitors, ancient 
and modern, known to the Loyaliſt, the Re- 
formed Preſbytery excepted, have given their 
ſuffrage to his comment on Rom. xiii. 1,—7. 
The Apolile,” ſays Chry ſoſtome, 4 ſpeaks 
rather of our ſubjection to Powers, than 
„ Perſons in power; becauſe that however 
their power may be abuſed, their authority 
« muſt be acknowledged. And the Apoſtle 
* ſpeaks of Powers in the plural number, 
e becauſe there are diverſe ſorts and kinds 
thereof, as monarchy, ariſtocracy, demo- 
© cracy.”—* By Powers,” faith Pareus, the 
* Apoſtle doth not mean Angels, but civil 
„ Magiltrates.” It feeems to me,” ſaith 
Calvin, 
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; Calvin, „that the Apoſtle would remove that 
5 trifling curioſity of men, who frequently 
. - * uſe to inquire by what title thoſe. who en. 
« joy the government have gained it: But it 
* ought to ſatisfy us, that they are in the 
by government; for they did not attain this 
© eminence. by their own excellency, but are 
placed in it by the hand of God. And when 
11 the Apoſtle lays, Let every ſoul be ſubject, 
be would thereby remove all exception, 
that not one ſhould claim freedom from 
cb the common ſubjection, &c. “ Though 
<« the Apoſtle ſpeaks of things,“ ſays: Pool, 
« he means perſons; and he calls them Rulers 
in the third verſe, whom he calls Powers 
« in this firſt verſe: See in Luke xii. 11. 
4e where Chriſt tells his diſciples, that they 
* ſhould be brought before Magiſtrates and 
« Powers; it is the fame word: And it is 
« plain, that he means perſons in power.“ 
The ſame expoſition of this paſſage is given 
by Henry, Burkitt, Dr. Gill, Dr. Guyſe, &c. 
The compilers of the Scotch Confeſſion of 
Faith, apply this paſſage to the Magiſtrates 
then in being. In Article 24th. they teach, 
„That the authority of Emperors in their 
« empires, and of Kings in their realms, is 
© God's holy ordinance, &.!“ And as a WW 
proof of this doctrine, > akin Rom. xi. 1. 
Let every ſoul be ſubject unto the higher powers, 
For there is no power but of God, &.— 
The Aſſembly of Divines at Weſtminſter 
Ox 7 un- 


ly MW were in Paul's day: In Chapter 23d. of their 


en- W Confeſſion they teach, „That infidelity, or 


t it difference in religion, doth not make void 


the the Magiſtrate's [juſt and legal authority, 


his nor free the people from their due obedience, 


are to him, &c.” And as a proof of this doc- 
hen trine they quote Rom. xiii. I. Let every ſoul 
ect, be ſubjeft to the bigber powers, &c. Theſe 


on; Maſters in Iſrael, whoſe praiſe is in all the 
om Churches at ond and abroad, knew nothing 


ugh of the fictitious doctrine of a practical ſub- 
bol, Wl © miſſion to the ordinance of Magiſtracy in 


lers « itſelf, even while it is not veſted in the 
ers 60 perſon of any human adminiſtrator.” 1 


11. But Mr. Steven has ſome objeCtions againſt 
hey this good old way of interpreting Rom. xiii. 


and WW i,—7. and it will be reaſonable to give them 


bow to the idol of a practical ſubmiſſion 


«any human adminiſtrator,” Mr. Steven 
alledges, p. 80. * That the reaſoning, of the 


def /potic force and JO If Mr, Steven 
were 


DEFENDED. 27. 
hat WW underſtood this paſſage of the Magiſtrates who 


it is a hearing. Parallel texts of Scripture, Ex. 
— poſitors ancient and modern, and the Con- 
5 feſſions of all the Proteſtant Churches, muſt” 


to the ordinance of Magiltracy in itſelf, 
« even when it is not veſted in the perſon of 


0 Loyaliſt, from the ſubjection of Iſrael to 
«© Czſar the robber, ſuppoſes that the Britiſh: 
King is a wicked monſter:”. And he argues, 
p. 101. "Phat this reaſoning puts the Britiſh 
Government into the ſame category. with 
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were a little more diſpoſed to hearken to fair 


| ſtronger is the argument for ſubjection to the 


Mr. Steven's objection is a man of ſtraw.— 


c not we to pay tribute to thoſe, who rule 


By this reaſoning, the King, as ſupreme, and 


far more honour to the preſent Britiſh Go- 


obedience to its juſt and legal authority.— 


| 


argumentation, he would eaſily ſee, that the 
more deſpotic the Roman Cæſars were, the 


preſent Britiſh Magiſtrates. It appears from 
the fair argumentation of the ' Loyaliſt, that 


His reaſoning, p. 8. 14. is as follows: . If it 
% was the duty of the Jews. to pay tribute 
eto Cæſar, a Heathen idolater, ſurely it can 
never be our fin to pay tribute to Chriſtian 
« rulers : And if Chriſt commanded the Jews 
*< to pay tribute to their conquerors, ought 


« over us by our own voluntary confent ?— 

„If the Holy Ghoſt commanded the Chriſti. 
ans at Rome to be ſubject to Heathen 
« Magiſtrates, ought not we to be: ſubje& 
to Magiſtrates who are profeſſed, and, no 
doubt, many of them true Chriſtigns ?”— 

Doth this reaſoning ſuppoſe, that the“ Britiſh 
„ King is a wicked monſter!” No indeed, 


inferior rulers, are diſtinguiſhed from the 
deſpotic Cæſars, and from all the tyrants now 
on the face of the earth. This reaſoning doth 


vernment, than the vain janglings and perverſe 
diſputings of the Reformed Brethren, againſt 


Mr. Steven has another objection to the ortho- 
dox expoſition of Rom. xiii. I. This 
ER ex- 


-xpoſition, ſays he, p. 83. is a“ debating for 
flavery.? This interpretation is not a de- 
ating for ſlavery, but a taking the words of 
he apoſtle in their native and obvious mean- 
ng, viz. as an exhortation to the Roman 
onverts 20 Chriſtianity, to obey Magiſtrates; 
nd to infer from this exhortation the doctrine 
ff Paſſive Obedience and Non-reſiſtance, is 
xceedingly abſurd, and contrary to all the 
ules of reaſoning known among mankind. 
That man muſt be a very novice. in divinity, 
ho hath not learned the difference between 
he injunction of a moral duty, and a pleading. 
he cauſe of error. Mr. Steven conſiders 
he words of the Apoſtle as a command . to 
ſubmit to the ordinance of Magiſtracy in 
E 1t{elf, even while it is not veſted in the 
perſon of any human adminiſtrator;”? and, 
ccording to his own. way of reaſoning, he 
llo is „ debating for flavery.” But it is 
far more natural inference from his abſtract 
terpretatzon, that it repreſents the Apoſtle 
s teaching ſedition and rebellion; for a ſub- 
miſſion to the ordinance of Magiſtracy in 
itſelf,” is no act of ſubjection to civil rulers, 
nd never will be. Mr. Steven has a third 
avil againſt the Loyaliſt, for conſidering 
om. Xiii. I, &c. as an exhortation to obey. 
e Roman Cæſars. In p. 88. he ſays, © This 
ſcheme of interpreting the Apoſtle's doctrine 
ſtrips the martyrs, under the reigns of 
Charles Second, and James Seventh, of any 
N coun- 
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the commandment of God of none effect h 1 
their tradition. And ſhould commentatoſ 
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law of God by their expoſitions. 


obey the civil powers, which then were; b f 


be wrong, it could have ne countenance fr 
this precept, whatever be the meaning of! 


that it is not forbidden, becauſe this ſchenf 


is forbidden in the ſixth commandment, Þ 
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Gample, for their conduct in rejecting ant 
© diſowning their authority.“ If this objeRtion 
had been duly pondered, it would never hay 


muſt ſtand, and be judged at the bar of Scrip 
ture; and if they walk not according to thi 
mord: it is becauſe there 1s no light in then 
But according to this objection, the Scriptun 
muſt ſtand, and be judged at the bar of hum 
conduct. The Scribes and Phariſees mad 


walk by the conduct even of confeſſors i 
martyrs as a rule, they would make void th y 


The Loyaliſt conſiders Rom. xiii. 1. lf 
a command to the primitive Chriſtians 


this interpretation, ſaith the objeQor, is uM 
juſt, becauſe it gives no countenance to tt 
conduct of the martyrs. The martyrs we 
fallible men, and ſuppoſing their conduct 


Idolatry is forbidden in the ſecond comman 
ment, but how abſurd would it be to conclud 


0 
of interpretation gives no countenance to 
conduct of Iſrael, who made a calf in Hor. 
and worſhipped: the molten image! Mura 
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ow unreaſonable would it be to infer, that 
t is not forbidden, becauſe this ſcheme of 
nterpretation gives no countenance to the 
onduct of David in killing Uriah the Hittite 
vith the ſword of the children of Ammon. 
he objection evidently makes the conduct 
df the martyrs the rule of interpreting a pre- 
tept of the divine law; it repreſents their 
ondu& as a judge on the here and the 
rrecept as a pannel at the bar. Noble. was 


the ſtand which the martyrs made in defence 
* of Chriſtian liberty and truth: Glorious will 
their names ever ſhine in the Britiſh annals, 
© while virtue and integrity are ſacred amongſt 
dus. Peace and everlaſting honour be upon 
the memory of theſe Chriſtian heroes: fu- 
ture generations will riſe and call them 


 bleſ2d.” But if theſe chariots of Iſrael 
and the horſemen thereof were now living, 
hey would thank no man for the compliment 
of making their conduct the rule of explaining 
he law of Chriſt. The infallible rule of 
interpretation of Scripture, is the Scripture 
{ itſelf.” This good old Proteſtant doctrine 
Irowns on the objeCtion, and turns it out of 
doors, becauſe it ſavoureth not the things that 
de of God, but thoſe that be of men. | 
It is ſaid in the objection, That the mar- 

e tyrs rejected and diſowned the authority 
gof Charles II. and James VII.“ This ſay- 
ing is falſe in one reſpect, and true in another. 
t is lalſe, that the martyrs diſowned the 
D2 civil 
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civil authority of the Royal Brothers. In thei 


| hiſtory of their ſufferings there is not, ſo far 


as I know, a ſingle example of their refuſing 
to obey in things. lawful; and ſo their condudſ 
had countenance from all thoſe , precepts, 
which require inferiors, to obey their luperiorsiM 
in the Lord. But when it. was required 
as a teft of loyalty, to own the ſupremacy offi 
the King in the Church, they juſtly diſobeyed;l 


and a great cloud of Old and New Teſtament | 


witneſſes gave countenance to their condu&, 


Men bear falſe witneſs againſt the martyrs 
when they ſay, that they ſuffered for diſobedi 
ence to civil authority, in things lawful; they 


repreſent them as guilty of the deteſtable | 


crimes of ſedition and rebellion; they cali 

à reproach on their happy memory; they ſay 
that they died as a fool dieth; and they * {trip 
e them of any countenance from Scripture: 


«« precept or example.” It was not the civil, 
bur the eccleſiaſtic uſurped authority, in and 
over the Church, which they rejected and 
diſowned, as their faithful teſtimonies plainly 
declare. Mr. Kid, when ſpeaking of the ril- 
ing at Bothwell, ſays, * For perſonal preſence 
* with that party whom they called rebels, 
< for my part I never judged them nor called 
„ them ſuch. There were a great many there 


LJ am as ſure, on the other hand, there was ; 
«a great party there, that had nothing before 
«a * them but repairing of the Lord's fallen-downl 

5 work, : 
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© work, ani; reſtoring of the breach, which is 


p 7 « Wide as the ſea. But for rebellion againſt 
15 Ii .. his Majeſty's perſon or lawſul authority, 
ww of the Lord knows my ſoul abhorreth it, name 
duda, and thing. Loyal I have been, and will 
FA «every Chriſtian to be ſo; > and I was ever 
hs oY of this judgment, to give to Cæſar the things. 
152 « that are Ser, 85 and to God the things that 
% are God's. : 
4 0 Mr. Core declared before the Tuſticiary, 
1 that thoſe who roſe in arms at Bothwell, were 
dude not rebels; but raiſed by oppreſſion. And in 
ID his laſt teſtimony he ſays, ** As to the cauſe 


| « of my ſuffering, the main is not acknow- 
cc ledging the preſent Authority, as it is eſtab- 
„ liſhed in the Supremacy and Explanatory 


; they 
{table 


y call .. Act., This is the Magiſtracy that I have 
2a rejected, that was inveſted with Chrilt's 
Wins. « power *. | 

peures Some of the Martyrs mk a AiftinQion 
cv between the King's civil and eccleſiaſtical _ 
n au authority; profeſſing to own the one, while 

d and they rejected the other. The compilers of 
lainly „the Cloud of Witneiles did not think this 
x I diftinction inconſiſtent with the character of 
elencely c. a Martyr, nor on account thereof refuſed 
eben Ir. Dick a place among the honourable liſt. 
calle Some of the Martyrs approved of the dif- 
ther tinction, and offered it, but the perſequiors 
ks * rejected the diſtinRtion, as contrary to their 
e Was A 
be fore * Crockibank's Hiſt. Vol. II. p. 30. 100. 155 
-down N 
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too, though Engliſhmen; ſome of them the 
„ compilers of our Confeſſion of Faith and 


with their numerous flocks; many of whom 
took joyfully the ſpoiling of their goods, 


„ yet, not a fingle inſtance of any of them, 


berty renounced all allegiance to K. Charles Il. 
In a Paper found upon Mr. Henry Hall, when 


„% We reject that King, and thoſe aſſociate 
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<« deſign; and nothing leſs would pleaſe them, 
than owning the whole Laws and Ads, 
and entire exerciſe. and adminiſtration of 
<« things, in Church and State. I have ano. 
<* ther cloud of witneſſes to adduce in this 
* cauſe, they are Preſbyterian Covenanters 


Catechiſms. The two thouſand lights co. 
e vered by the Bartholemew-Buſhel, the 
greater part of whom were Preſbyterians, | 


< and loved not their lives unto the death: 


& rejecting the civil authority of the two 
< Brothers, though teſtifying againſt the Eral. 
< tian Supremacy X.“ | 

It is true, indeed, that a few-of our re- 
nowned champions for civil and religious li. 


he was apprehended at Queensferry, they ſay, 


1% with him in the government, from being our 
« King and Rulers. —We declare, that we 
& ſhall no more commit the government- 
« to any one ſingle perſon, or lineal ſugceſſion, 
that kind being apteſt to degenerate into 
by e ” And in a Declaration publiſhed | 
al 
* Coyenanter Defended, p- 70. 72. 
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hem, at ab by about twenty of them in arms, 
Acts, they lay, © We, the repreſentatives of the 
2n of Ml true Preſbyterian Church of Scotland, do, 


ano. WF by thir preſents, diſown Charles Stuart, — 
| this i < and do declare war with ſuch a den and 
nters WM © uſurper .“) 
n the It was the duty of the nothin. or of a ma- 
1 and jority in it, to reject and depole their King 
's Co. and inferior Rulers, becauſe they had turned 
the the ſceptre of civil government into the ſer- 
rians, pent of tyranny; and it was their ſin and 
vhom MW puniſhment, that they bore the yoke of op- 
oods, preſſion ſo long. But it will not be eaſily 
eath: proven, that it is the duty of a handful of 
hem, MW Chriſtians, who are as lambs in the midlt of 
two numerous wolves, to rejec and depoſe their 
Eraſ. WW cruel lords. Their taking upon them,“ 
ſays Crookſhanks, „to alter the form of 
r re. © government, and to introduce a new conſti- 
us li. „ tution, 1 do not fee how to vindicate it.“ 
les II. Mr. Smith, one of our noble army of Martyrs, 
when MW declared before the Council, that he did not 
y ſay, MW © look on thoſe, who compoſed. the Sanquhar 
ociate MW © Declaration, as the formal repreſentatives 
g out © of the Preſbyterian Church. And as to 
at we © declaring war, he did not know if they 
ent- © were called, or in a capacity to declare 
eſſion, WM © war.” The circumſtances of Chriſtians 
into in the Heathen Roman Empire, and theſe of 
liſhed T the perlecuted people in Scotland, were ex- 
al __ aGtly. 


ny Crookſtank's Hiſt. Vol. II. p. 3 1. 36. 
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: actly parallel; on the fide of their oppreſſort 
© there was power, and God did not requite 
them to diſown, reject, and proclaim war 
againſt their potent adverſaries, but injoined 
them to be obedient in all things lawful, to 
be patient in tribulation, to ſuffer rather than 
to ſin, and when perſecuted in one ei to flee 
to another. | | 
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A Third 1 for 8 the doc. 
trine of the Loyaliſt, is built on 1 Tim. ii. 1, 2. 
J exbort, therefore, that, firſt. of all, ſupplica. 
tions, prayers, interceſſtons, and giving of 
thanks, be made for all men: For Kings, und 
3 for all that are in authority; that we may lead 
1 4 quiet and peaceable life, in all godlineſs and 
A boneſty. It it was the duty ot Chriflians, 
15 dein the Apoſtolic age,” ſays the Loyaliſt, 
U p. 16. to pray for Pagan Princes, it is evi- 
1 dent, beyond all realonable contradiction, 
ſl |; that it is our duty to pray for one of the 
N « belt Proteſtant Princes in the world.” 
This reaſoning is fo forcible, that it has 
driven Mr. Steven again to. his dernier reſort, 
to the ſtrong hold of Magiſtracy in the abftradt. 
Scripture, reaſon, and common ſenſe, mult all 
bow- to this metaphyſical idol. In p. 2oth. 
he has adopted a very odd ſenſe of this paſ- 
Tage, from a book called Vindicie Magiſtratus. 
| The ſenſe is this, That when Paul exhorts 
do pray for Kings, and for all that are in 
| Wi authority, he enjoined and recommended 
| | 6 (0 
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« to pray for, and wiſh well to God's ordi- 


« nance, or lawful authority.“ The reader 

may look to the 16th. and 17th. pages of 
the Loyaliſt, where this novel and whimſical 
expoſition is refuted. And jt may be farther, 
obſerved here, that this glols repreſents the, 
inſpired Apoſtle as guilty of deep diſſimulation, 


as thinking one thing, and writing another; 


as exhorting the Chriſtians in his day, to 
« pray for the ordinance of Magiſtracy in 
« the abſtract; when his words neither ex- 
preſs, nor in the leaſt inſinuate any ſuch thing, 
but the very contrary: I exhbort, that prayers 


| be made for Kings, &c. Did any Heathen 


nation ever ſuppoſe, that their Oracles ſpake 
one thing, and meant another? Did the 
Pagans ever do ſuch indignity to the dictates 
of their Druides, or their Brachmans, or the 


Turks to their Alcoran? The Loyaliſt, fols 


lowing the good example of Proteſtant Com- 
mentators at home and abroad, conſiders this 


paſſage as an exhortation to pray for civil 


rulers: Mr. Steven conſiders it as an exhor- 
tation to pray for the ordinance of Magiſtracy 
in the abſtract. And it is ſubmitted to the 
judgment of the reader, whether his abſtract 
ſenle, or the concrete expoſition of the Loyaliſt, 
is „an abſurd and boundleſs proſtitution of 
„this paſlage.”” | 

In the 20th. page, Mr. Steven has intro- 


duced Ifa. xlix. 23, as a ſubſcriber to his very. 


extraordinary interpretation. « The Church 
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and her members,” ſaith he; „have often 
e prayed, that Kings might be nurfing-fathers, 
„ and their Queens nurſing-mothers, when 
6 ſuch had no real being, as to them, but in 
„the promiſe; and yet were not branded and 
e abuſed with abſurdity, for praying for Ma. 
« giſtracy, or lawful authority, in the abſtract.” 
His reaſoning from this text, againſt the ex- 
poſition of the Loyaliſt, may ſeem very con- 
cluſive to a man, who has unhappily got into 
the high tower of abſtract ideas, and who is 
ſo loth to come out of it, that his contentions 
are like the bars of a caſtle; but it is very 
weak and trifling reaſoning to one who knows, 
that there is neither precept nor example in 
the Book of Ged to warrant a “ praying for, 
and a wiſhing well to the ordinance of 
« Magiſtracy in the abſtra&.” When the 
Church prays, that Kings may be nurſing- 
ſathers, &c. ſhe pravs for the accompliſhment 
of a gracious promiſe, but not for Magiſtracy 
in the abſtract; which is a non-entity, and 

abſolutely incapable of receiving any benefit, 
by prayers and good wiſhes. And when 
prayer is made by the Church, that Kings 
may be nurſing- fathers, &c. it may be, and 
very frequently is underſtood of civil rulers 
preſently exiſting. It is our duty to pray, 
that the Britiſh Magiſtrates may be more and 
more nurſing fathers to the Church. And it 
is the duty of Proteſtants in Popiſh countries, 
to Pray, that their Popiſh Magiſtrates * 
Cs 


* 
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become nurſing-fathers to the Church. The 


ſenſe of divine precepts is always the ſame, 
like their adorable Author; and if Paul ex- 
horted Chriſtians, in his day, to pray ſor 
Magiſtracy in the abſtract, it neceſſarily fol- 
lows, that Chriſtians, in all time coming, 
muſt pray after the ſame manner; and thus 


all prayers and ſupplications for Magiſtrates, 


whether they be good or bad, are diſcarded 
while the world ſtandeth. And to plead, 
that we ſhould pray for Magiſtrates when 
they are good, and for Magiltracy in the 
abſtract when they are bad, is to make the 
changeable diſpenfations of Providence the 
rule of duty, and to rejeC the word of God, 
which liveth and abideth for ever.. 
In his anſwer to Query 'Third, Mr. Steven 
has diſgraced thirteen pages. of his Letter, 
in teaching, that prayer ſhould not be made 
for wicked Magiſtrates, 


Book of God. If the badneſs of men exclude 
them from a ſhare in our prayers, then the 
whole world of ungodly men muſt be excluded, 
and prayers mult be made only for the 42 850 
and faithful in [Chriſt Jeſus. If the badneſs 
ot men render them unworthy of our prayers, 
then the goodneſs of men muſt render them 


worthy of our prayers, and of the bieſſings 
And here there is 
a manifeſt running into the Popilh doctrine 


which we aſk for them. 


of the merit of good works, 3 is not 
n 


Either this is; not 
ſound doctrine, or elſe the Bible is not the 
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much better than << terminating in the hoſtile 
„ camp of Paſſive Obedience and Non. 
< reſiſtance.” An excluſion even of perſe. 
cuting rulers from a ſhare in our prayers, 
is an act of outrageous hoſtility againſt the 
meek and benevolent genius of Chriſtianity, 
This Antichriſtian doctrine is clearly refuted 
by the following divine precepts. Matth. 
XxXii. 39. Thou ſhalt love thy neighbour as thy 
elf.” Every man is our neighbour; and that 
man, who will not pray for his wicked neigh. 
bour, is a tranſgreifor of the royal law of 
Chriſt, and a diſciple of the blind Jewiſh 
guides, who ſaid, Thou halt love thy neighbour, 
and hate thine enemy. Matth. v. 44. Love W 
your _ enemies, bleſs them that curſe you, d. 
good to them that hate you, and pray for then 
p deſpitefully uſe you, and perſecute You, 
he duty of praying for wicked men is ſo 
plainly enjoined in this precept, that every 
man, who is not wilfully blind, muſt ſee it: 
but there is very good reaſon to ſuſpect, that 
Mr. Steven either cannot, or will not lee ſaid 
duty recommended in this paſſage. 
In the 21ſt. page, he aſks at the Loyaliſt 
Dear Sir, what hath all this ado with mak- 
« ing prayers, interceſſions, &c. for civil 
„ rulers? Muſt civil rulers be ſuppoſed to 
„ curſe men? Such muſt be very uncivil 
„ rulers, &c. To this queſtion it is anſwered, 
Ves, Sir, the ſuppoſition is juſt; and it is 
not od but the ſuppoſition | of the great 
73 eache! 


\ 
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oſtile I Teacher come from God. -Blefs: eee be 
Non. WW cur/e you, plainly ſuppoſes, that ſome men 
xerſe. ¶ would curſe the diſciples of Chriſt; and per- 
yers, ¶ ſecuting princes are not excepted. But that 
t the MW Commentator, who aſks: with a ſneer,** What 
nity, „ hath this ge ado with making prayers 
futed for civil rulers, treats the words of the 
atth, W holy One with far more incivility, than civil 
5 thy rulers treat the ſaints, when they curſe and 
| that N perſecute them. The ſin of curſing our friends 
eigh- and brethren of mankind, is ſuppoſed in other 
of paſſages of Scripture; as well as in this: 
ewilh Curſe not the King, no not in thy thought, 
bour, ¶ ſuppoſes, that ſome ſubjects would be ſo wick-. 
Love ed as to curſe their civil rulers; and ſuch 
u, M ſubjects are very uncivil indeed. He tbat 
then N cvrſetb bis father or hit mother, ſhall ſurely 
- you, be Vt to death, ſuppoles, that ſome children 
is ſo {MW would be fo unnatural, as to curſe the fathers 
every that begat them, and the mothers that brought 
ee it: I them forth; and ſuch are very uncivil child- 
that Wren indeed. Jer. xxix. 7. gives the lie to 
> ſaid tte deteſtable doctrine of excluding wicked 
NJ men from a ſhare in our prayers: Seek the 
raliſt, N Veace of the city, whither I have cauſed you 
mak- Wo be carried away captives, and pray unto the 
civil WM £97 for it: for in the pence thereof ſball ye 
ed to ede peace. Mr. Steven gives a very ſtrange 
nciyil NHsloſs on this precept: © This prayer,” ſays he, 
rered, b. 16. recommended to the captives, in- 
it is MW © cludes no duty, which they owed to the city 
great i and the inhabitants thereof. The ſubject- 
acher . | « matter 
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„matter of the prayer is ſolely their own 
peace and happineſs, during the time ap. 
„ pointed them to ſojourn there.” Every 
man, poſſeſſed of common. ſenſe, muſt ſee, 
that this comment is a bare-faced falſehood, 
The peace of the city is manifeſtly the ſub. 
ject- matter of this prayer: Seek the peace of 
tbe city, and pray unto God for it. No, ſays 
Mr. Steven, The ſubject- matter of the prayer 
« is ſolely their own peace.” Whether it be 
right in the fight of God, to hearken unto 
Mr. Steven more than unto God, let the 
reader judge. The peace of the captives was 
much concerned in the peace of the city, and 
as a motive to excite them to ſeek the peace 
of the city, and to pray unto the Lord for it, 
it is added, For in the peace thereof, ſhall ye 
have peace. Advocates for error have great 
need of good memories, to prevent their fall. 
ing into the mire of contradictions; and 
Mr. Steven's memory has greatly failed him: 
The ſubject- matter of the prayer,” ſays he, 
« was ſolely their own peace and happinels, 
« during the time appointed them to ſojourn 
« there;”” and in the very next ſentence this 
ſaying is contradicted : © The command to 
« the captives,” ſays he, was merely poſi 


<« tive and temporary, during their ſeventy 
'« years reſidence in that place; at the expira- 
<« tion of which, their prayer was entirely 
% reverſed.” He cannot mean, that ti*i 
prayer for their own peace was reverſed, and 
there. 


Ar TT. @« 
therefore muſt mean their prayer for the peace 
of the city. In the 17th page he gives a copy 
very of this reverſed prayer, and it is enough to 
fee, MW make both the ears to tingle: The captives, 

100d, at their return,” ſays he, were to pray, 
Tſub-Wl « that violence and the vengeance of the 
ce of Ml © Almighty might be inflicted upon the Baby- 

ſays WM © lonians to the uttermoſt. Is this reverſed 
rayet Wl prayer that fruit of the Spirit, which is love 

it be without diſſimulation! Were the captives to 
pray for bleſſings to their enemies, when they 
lojourned in the land of Chaldea; and for curſes 
to them, when returned to their own land! 
No, ſaith the Apoſtle James; Our of the ſame 
mouth proceedeth bleſſing and curſing : My 
brethren, theſe things ought not ſo to be. 


all je ¶ Doth a fountain ſend forth at the ſame place 
great Wl ſweet water and bitter? In the page laſt 
r fall. quoted, Mr. Steven mentions the following 
and texts, to prove the Antichriſtian doctrine of 
him: praying for curſes to our enemies, Jer. li. 35. 
ys he, WW 7 be violence done to me, and to my flock, Be 
"AInels, upon Babylon, ſhall the inbabitants of Zion ſay: 
jour Wi and my blood be upon the inbabitants of Chaldea, 
e this ] Feruſalem ſay. Pſalm cxxxvii. 8, 9. 
nd to d⏑iο r of Babylon, who art to be deſtroyed, 
7 poll bappy ſhall be be that rewardeth thee, as thou 
-yenty /: ſerved us. Happy ſball be be that rtaketh, 
xpira · N i 4o/hertb thy little ones againſt the ſtones. 
uirely Mr. Steven has granted, „ that the captives 
it the were to pray for the peace of the city, 
J, and during their ſeventy years reſidence there.“ 


E 2 But 


og 
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But either he never knew, or has ſorgotten, 
that the vengeance of the Almighty was in. 


flicted on Babylon, before the return of the 
captivity; and therefore the above paſſages 
contain no proof, that the Captives were to 
reverſe their prayer for the peace of the city, 
And theſe paſſages could never warrant the 


| Captives, when returned to their own land, 
to pray that vengeance might be inflicted 


upon Babylon, which had been inflicted upon 


it already. Ancient hiſtory informs us, that 


Cyrus with his victorious troops of Medes 
and Perſians; were the executioners of Divine 
Vengeance on Babylon. They ſpread fire 
and death througn- the whole intoxicated 
© city. The ſtreets ran with the blood of 
« Princes, Warriors, Magicians and innocent 


© babes. Belſhazzar and his thouſand Lords 
were ſtabbed to death, amidſt their drunker- 


{© neſs and fleep. The temples were pillaged, 
„% and the idols deſtroyed; and the gold and 
« ſilver thereof, together with the reſt of the 
„ Chaldean wealth, ſeized for a ſpoil: the 
e rulers being generally {lain, the conſtitution 


« of the kingdom was altogether unhinged, 
* and the government transferred to the 


« Medes and Perſians.” And without the 
aid of profane hiſtory, we know from the 
ſacred Oracles, that the King of the Chaldeans 


was ſlain, and his kingdom divided, and given 
to the Medes and Perhans ſeveral years before 


the Loxp turned again the captivity of his 
you 


< 
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tten, people. Theſe paſſages, therefore, are ſo far 
; in- Ml from proving the doctrine of this reverſed 
th i proyr, that they prove it to be a mere fiftion, 


ages vanity, and a lie. „„ , RS 
re 0 As a farther refutation of the doctrine of 
city. Ml reverſed prayers, or of praying for. curſes 
t the I to our perſecuting enemies, Let it be olferved, 
land, MW that the paſſages quoted by Mr. Steven, and 
iGted others of a ſimilar nature, are to be conſidered 
upon rather as predictions, than as prayers, as 

that MW Commentators have very jultly obſerved. — 
Jedes Imprecations,“ ſays Pool, © uſed by infpired 
vine © perſons, is no precedent for our imitation.“ 
d fire Ml David's prayers,”” faith Henry, © againſt 
cated IM © his enemies, muſt not be copied into our 
od of 
Ocent 


our own.” —“ Take heed,” ſays Gural, 


Lords “ that thou make not thine enemies the ob- 
nker - j<ct of thy imprecation : we have no war- 
aged, rant, when any wrongs us, to go to God, 
d and and call for fire from heaven upon them. 
of the Job cleared himſelf from the imputation of 
: the o great a fin: VI rejoiced at the deſtruc- 
tution on of him that bated me. Let thiſtles gros 
inged, e, of wheat, and cockle inſtead of barley. 
o the We are bid indeed to heap coals of fire upon 
ut the tbe heads of our enemies, but they are coals 
m the of love, not of wrath and vengeance.” — 
Ideans Chriſt predicted the ruin of Jeruſalem, that 
given bloody city, but was ſo far from turning his 
before prediction into a prayer, that He beheld the 


of his 


city, and wept over it, ſaying, 1f thou badſt 
people | | 
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un even thou; at leaſt, in this thy day, 
be things which belong unto thy Peace! but 
no they are bid from thine 1 AA tbe 
All thole precepts, which require us to pray 
for, _ to do good unto our enemies, give the 
lie to the doctrine of reverſed prayers, or of 
| prayie® tor vengeance to our enemies: IV thine 
enemy be bungry, faith Solomon, give bim bread 
to eat, and 3 be thirſty, give him water to 
drink. —Bleſs them which perſecute you, faith 
Paul; "Bleſs, and curſe not. - Mot rendering 
evil Job evil, faith Peter; but, centrariwiſe, 
bleſſing ; knowing that ye are thereunto called, 
that ye ſhould inberit à bleſſing. Theſe, and 
the like, are not poſitive and temporary pre- 
cepts, but ſtrictly moral, and therefore laſting 
as the days of heaven. 

The prayers of the Caſk; recorded in 
Scripture for our imitation, put a mark of 
reprobation on the doctrine of reverſed pray. 
ers, or of praying for curles to our enemies, 
„They rewarded me evil for good,” faid 
David, © to the ſpoiling of my foul. But as 
for me, when they were ſick, my clothing 

was ſackcloth : I humbled my ſoul with fall 
ing: And my prayer returned into mine own 
boſom.” Daniel prayed, * O king live for 
ever.” Nehemiah prayed, ** Let the king 
five ſor ever.” The characters of Daniel and 
Nehemiah ſtand unblemiſhed in profane and 
facred hiſtory; but Mr. Steven, p. 21. col: 
Riders * O king live for W nat as a prayet 


jot 


for their princes, but as a profang oath, like 
that of Joleph, when he {ware by the life of 
Pharaoh. Bath-ſheba ſaid, Let my lord 
king David live for ever.“ And, no doubt, 
ſhe alſo muſt. have been guilty of profane 
ſwearing. Paſſing . other prayers of | ſaints 
recorded in Scripture, a prayer of the King 
of ſaints ſhall be . mentioned; and ſurely 
Mr. Steven will reverence it. Jeſus breathed 
his laſt in prayer and. apologies for his mur- 
derers, ſaying, * Father, forgive them; for 
ap know not what they do.“ And Stephen, 
| the firlt Chriſtian martyr, ſollow ing the ex- 
ample of his bleſſed Maſter, cried with a loud 
voice,“ Lord, lay not this fin to their charge.“ 
But this good old way of praying for ene- 
mies, ſays Mr. Steven, (p. 27.) © leaves the 
martyrs neither precept nor precedent, in re- 
fufing to pray for Charles II. and James VII.” 
This ſaying is a falſe: accuſation againſt men, 
of whom the world was not worthy; it re- 
preſents them, not as martyrs for the cauſe 


againſt the authority of Chriſt. Did the mar- 
tyrs, when about to appear before the Judge 


of his law, Love your enemies: bleſs them that 
curſe you! Did they reſule to copy after the 
example of their bleſſed Maſter, who prayed 
for ſinners above all men; Zanker Forgive tbem, 


con. r they know. nat what ibey do! No indeed. | 


"raya Tleir refuling to pray for their perſecutors, 
would. 


r 


of God and truth, but as evil doers, as rebels 


ok all, trample upon that righteous precept 
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1 would have, « left them neither precept nor 
+ precedent in the volume of God's Book; 
nay, it would have put them into the ſame 
category with Publicans and harlots: If ye 
love them which love you, what reward Ny 
ye! Do not even the. Publicans the ſame? 
And if ye ſalute your brethren only, what do 
ye more than others? Do not even the Pub. 
licans ſo?“ The martyrs juſtly refuſed to 
pray for the king as ſupreme in the Church, 
but none of them refuled to pray for him as 
ſupreme in the ſtate. Reformers and martyrs, 
at home and abroad, have prayed hitherto, 
not that violence, and the vengeance of the 
Almighty, might come upon their enemies 
to the uttermoſt, but that the bletling of the 
Almighty might come upon them. Among 
many, take the few following examples.— 
« pray God,” ſaid Mr. John Knox to Mary 
© Queen of Scots, a bloody perſecutor, ** that 
1 % Fou may be as bleſſed within the common- 
14 wealth of Scotland, if it be the pleaſure of 
1] 1 «© God, as ever Deborah was in the common- 
0 i « wealth of Iſrael.” James Learmont, a 
4 


— —— — — — . — 
ud 04 — — — — ces 


Scotch martyr, prayed, © That God would 

| „ give repentance to thoſe, who were accel- 

if & ny to his death.” Tae following are ſome 

of the dying words of the Rev. Mr. *Rochette, 

19! who was executed at Thoulouſe in France, 

181 for preaching in the fields : © I always loved 

i} Wii „the king, as the father of my country; ! 

i have always been to him a good and wy 
66 U 


pt nor ful ſubject.— I have always recommended 
ook; « patience, obedience, and ſubmiſſion, to my 
lame Ml © flock.—I have always been confined to the 
If ye ff © two great objects contained in theſe words 


| have 
fame! 
1at do 
Pub. 
ed to 
1rch, 
im ag 
rtyrs, 


« of holy writ, Fear God, and bonour the king. 
« As to public juſtice, I have nothing to lay 
« but this, that I never offended it; aud I 
« moſt earneſtly pray, that God will vouch- 
« ſafe to pardon my judges,” . | 
But ſuppoſe the Martyrs had reſuſed to pray | 
for their enemies, it will not follow, that we 
muſt not pray for our enemies. Muſt the 


herto, practice of Martyrs, whether it be right or 
of the wrong, be the rule of interpreting all theſe 


emies ¶ precepts;*which require us to love, and to 


ot the Wl pray for our enemies! Muſt the conduct of 
mong Wl tallible men, be the infallible rule to direct us 
es.— in prayer! We muſt go ſorth by the foot- 
Mary WW ſteps of the flock, when they go forth by the 
+ that foot. ſteps of the chief Shepherd and Biſhop of 


mon- fouls: but we muſt leave them, when they 


ire of turn aſide by the flocks of his..-companions. 
mon- 7o the law and to the teſtimony: if they ſpeak 
it, '2a 0. according to this word, it is ern there 
vould no light in them. _ 

xccel- WF The doctrine taught in our Larger, Cate- 
{ome ¶ chiſm, which is the doctrine of all the Prote- 
nette, ſtant Churches, is hoſtile to the doctrine of 
ance, eue to pray for enemies: We are to 
loved “ pray for the whole Church of Chril upon 
y: I © earth, for Magiſtrates, and Miniſters, ' for 
faith- WF © ourſelves, our brethren, yea, our enemies, 
« ful | and 
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and for all ſorts of men living, or that ſhall 


<« live hereafter ; - but not for the dead, nor 
« for thoſe that are known to have finned 
the ſin unto death, Q. 183.” This good 
old Proteſtant doctrine is peculiar to the Choi. 
tian religion; by this it is diſtinguiſhed from 
all other religions in the world, none of which, 
ſo far as I know, ever recommended the duty 23 
of loving, and of blefling them that curſe us; 

An enemy to this doctrine is attempting to 
deſtroy a diſtinguiſhing characteriſtic of the 


religion of Jeſus Chriſt. Let Scribes and 
Phariſees teach the people to hate their ene: 


mies, and to “ pray that violence, and the 
« vengeance of the Almighty may come upon 
<« them to the uttermoſt :* But, O my ſoul, 
come not thou into their ſecret ; unto their ef- 


Semdly, mine bonour, be not thou united! 


The doctrine of the Loyaliſt is ſupported 
by approven examples; among which is the 
bleſſed example of Chriſt Jeſus the Lord.— 
Hrael were fubject to the kings of Egypt four 
hundred years. They were long ſubject to 
the kings of the Chaldeans, of the Medes and 
Perſians, and to the Roman Emperors. And 
in their own land they were ſubject to kings 
of their own nation and religion, many of 
whom were as bad, as the tyrants of Egypt, 
of Babylon, and Rome. The reaſoning of 
the Loyaliſt from theſe examples is this, 
%% That if it was the duty of the people of God, 
eim all paſt generations, to obey the juſt au- 

_ © thority 
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ſhalt l thority of the moſt froward princes, when 
nor WW God had appointed the bounds of their ha- 
nned MW bitation, in their dominions, and when it 
good We was not in their power to break the rod of 
hril. MW their oppreſſors, then, certainly, it is our 
from We duty to ſubmit to the lawful authority of 
hich, , Chriſtian RON; who are neither ty- 
duty . rants, nor uſurpers.“ (See Loyaliſt, p. 18; 
e us. 19, 20.) It has been often and ultly obſerved, 
ng to that children are more influenced by example 
| the than by precept : This obſervation is frequent- 
and ly verified in old people, as well as in little 
ene: children. The approven example of the 
Church in the days of old, hath ſo far influ- 
enced Mr. Steven, that he is come over to 
the camp of the Loyaliſt: * Neither Mr.-Thor- 
burn,“ ſays he, p. 109. nor yet the Re- 
* forn. ed Preſbytery, nor yet their followers, 
* r-j<Ct tie approven example of the ſaints 
„in Scripture.“ And he tells us, p. 103. 
* That the Reformed Preſbytery never took 
3 * into their heads to ſay, that any people 
* or perſon. were blameable for ſubmitting to 
* oppreſhon when they could not deliver. 
* themlſelves from it.“ Fhe doctrine ex- 


kings preſſed in thele quotations, are plainly taught 
ny of by the Ls yaliſt, and as plainly admitted by 
gypt, Ar. 8 And if this doctrine be a debating 
ng of lor ſlavery, as Mr. Steven lays it is, p. 83. 


it muſt follow, even upon, his own principles, 
hat he is an advocate {or {lavery ; and there- 
lore the ms will acd:els bim upen his 
own 
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own principles, and in his own words, which 
the reader will find in the 83d. and the five 
| following pages: I think, Sir, when you 
were debating for flavery, by an induction 
<« of particular examples of the ſubjeQion on 
ce the Church and ſaints recorded in Scripture, 
« when ſtrangers ruled over them, it was z 
** pity you did not advert unto that remark 
able train of examples, recorded in the 
% Book of Judges; as you might have had 
ce from thence a treaſure of uſeful materials 
for illuſtrating and ſupporting your {laviſh 
« doctrine. Do not the whole of the aboye 
« examples announce with a powerful voice, 
that mankind muſt be ſubject to the yoke 
EO tyranny, when they are not able to throy 
<< it off; important diſcovery !—Pray, Sit, 
« what occaſion for Scripture-example to in 
e ſtrut mankind in a matter, in which they 
“cannot err? Do not froward princes infal 
« libly teach men this truth, without the al: 
«fiſtance of the example of the ſaints ?—ls 
not this the very ſoul of royaliſm ?—Is na 
« this a ſlaviſh doctrine, contrary to the prin: 
6e ciples of ſelf-preſervation, and to commoi 
e ſenſe ? Had you, Sir, believed your owt 
« doctrine, that men ſhould not be ſlaves 
« when it is in their power to procure theit 
ef rde you would certainly have laboured 
to reſcue the example of the ſaints from ſuch 

9 lelt- evident and injurious abſurdity. 5 
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To the approven example of the ſaints, 


Mr. Steven hath very juſtly added the bleſſed 
and unblemiſhed example of the King of ſaints: 
And here alſo he is become, unawares, a 
proſelyte to the doctrine of the Loyaliſt, and 
muſt be anſwerable for all the farrago of ab- 
ſurdities, for all the wood, hay, and ſtubble, 
which he has built upon it. Such paſſive 


„ ſubjection,““ꝰ ſays he, p. 113. in the practice | 
« of the ſaints, and the paſſive obedience and 
« non-refiſtance of the RxDETNAEHR, to which: 


« he ſubmitted. for our ſalvation, are very 


«© proper examples, of reſignation and patience, 
« under the hand of a holy God, when, for 
the puniſhment of their ſins, or the trial of 
« their faith, he permits many bulls, ſtrong 
« bulis of Baſhan to compaſs about, and beſet 
« Chriſtians round.” And ſays he, p. 128. 
he Scripture examples prove, that the 
« ſaints, in cafe of neceſſity, or as a punith-- 
ment for fin, may be ſubject to tyrants and 


« uſurpers in all things lawful, - and yet be 
« blameleſs: this, as far as I know, was never 


4 ciſputed.? The Loyaliſt, Sir, is very glad 


to find, that theſe are your ſentiments, . and 


that you and he are again agreed; and you 
will be ſo kind as to allow him to turn your 
own artiltery againſt yourſelf, or to reaſon - 
with you upon your own principles, and in 
your own words, which you will find in the 
110th. and the three following pages of your 
Letter; and if the reaſoning is unfair, incon- 


F cluſive, 
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cluſive, and abſurd, it is all your own. 
ſtep in you, to tell your reader in the very 
give a check to the {laviſh doctrine of Paſlive 
man that ever was born, if he exerciſed his 


faculties judicioufly, would have known by 
the ſcope of your book, but that the very 


moſt rigid loyaliſt adduced the paſſive obedi- 


« I think, Sir, that it was a molt prudent 
entry of your Letter, that you, intended tg 


Obedience and Non- reſiſtance; otherwiſe no 


reverſe had been your deſign. Like the wa. 
termen, who let their face one way, and row 
another, you ſet your face unto the lofty 
mountains, and little hills, that bring forth 
peace unto the people by righteouſneſs; but 
you row into the deep ſea, and raging billows 
of abſolute tyranny ; you defend the unnatural 
and laviſh doctrine of Paſſive Obedience and 
Non:refiltance. I know not, that ever the 


ence and non-refiltance of the ReDEEMER— 
as an example having the force of a precept, 
direQing and binding the conſciences of Chril- 
tians, unto the like "obedience to the deipotic 
authority of cruel tyrants and uſurpers.— 

Pray, Sir, can you really prevail upon your- 
ſelf to believe, that to be trampled upon—and 
crucified as a ilave, was a dutiful ſubjection, 
which the RevetmerR owed to Pilate as a 
magiſtrate? — By this example of the paſhve 
obedience and non-refiſtance of Chriſt, Chril- 
tians muſt neither defend themſelyes againf, 
nor flee irom the hand of their periecutors, 
even 


even tho? it were practicable. As you rank 
the paſſive ſubjection, or ſuffering of the ſaints 


ot in Scripture, in the ſame category with the 
5 paſhve ſubjection and ſufferings of Carisr, 
55 which he ſubmitted to for our falvation, I 
wy hope you will not, according to the new 
b. fashionable Socinian creed, ſay, that they were 
* all Saviours by example, allowing CnRIST 
rok only the pre-eminence.—1 think, Sir, when 
ow vou obtruded the unnatural doctrine of Paſſive 
oft Obedience and Non-refiftance upon the ex- 
L amples of the ſaints in Scripture, you ſhould 
1050 | have excepted the example of that in CnRISr. 
TEE Having introduced the paſſive obedience and 
non. reſiſtance of the REDEEMER, and. urged it 
and an example, having the force of a precept, 
1 5 binding the conſcience to Magiſtrates, even 
ec. ſuch as Cæſar, and Pontius Pilate his de- 
Us puty, trampling upon, —and crucitying the 
a6 holy, child Jesvs, with what face will you tell 
Wy; the world, in a ſecond edition of your Letter, 
cl with corrections and conſiderable enlarge- 
: 7 that you did not mean to defend the 
265 aviſh doctrine of ſubjection to cruel tyrants 
425 and ulurpers? You have taught in the laſt 
G0 page of your Letter but two, ©] hat the ſaints, 
* caſe of neceflity, may be ſubject to tyrants 
re 5 uſurpers in all things lawful, and yet be 
Ghrif : lameleſs.” In the firſt page of your Letter 
oleh Wy vou have taught, That the doctrine * 
ABT: ot Paſſive Obedience, and Non-reſiltance, 


10 p . . ; * . . . - = 
is injurious to the civil and religious privi- 


even | 
| > | leges 
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*« leges—of men,” — Had you been ſo happy, 
Sir, as to have compared the laſt of theſe 
doctrines with the firſt, which taken together 
excite an idea juſt as abſurd, as a ſpherical 
cube, or a ſquare circle, you would certainly 
have pauled, before you had publiſhed.—It is 
not ealy to ſay what, but burning hot zeal in 
a bad cauſe, under the influence of more than 
ordinary inadvertency, precipitated: you to 
ſuch abſurd extravagancies. In every age of 
the Church the Apolile's words to Timothy 
are exemplified; Some.deſire ta be teachers if 
ibe law, underſtanding, neither what they [ay 
nor whereof they affirm.” EOS 
But though Mr. Steven admits Scripture- 
examples, yet he has a mighty quarrel witt 
the argument drawn from them, as it is {lated 
and applied by the Loyaliſt. * Your argu- 
« ment,” ſays he, p. 128. from Scripture- 
© examples, as you ſtate and apply it, proves 
„ that men, eſpecially the ſaints, mult be 
„ ſubje& to the yoke of oppreſſion, whether 
« they have power to throw it off or not.— 
+ 'This proves too much, and therefore proves 
“ nothing.” "Theſe things, as uſual, are ſaid 
without proof, and without conſidering the 
conſequence. If the reaſoning of the Loyaliſ 
from Scripture-examples is falſe, Mr. Stevet 
has fallen very inadvertently. into the ſams 
way of reaſoning, as will appear evident!) 
by comparing his own doctrine with that d 
the Loyaliſt. In the page above * be 
OLE | os | 475 
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s, cf The Scripture-examples prove, that 
« the ſaints, in cafe of neceſſity, - may be 
« ſubject to tyrants and uſurpers in all things 
law ful, and yet be blameleſs.” The Loyaliſi 
hath brought Soripture- examples to prove 
the very ſame truth. Surely,“ fays he, 
(p. 20.) *theſe examples of the Old and New 
« Teſtament Church are recorded to direct us, 
« how to behave towards the powers that be, 
« when God, in his adorable providence, gives 
« ſtrangers to rule over us: For what was 
« written aforetime, was written for our . 
*.ing, on whom the ends of the world are come.” 


| Now, Sir, you cannot juſtly blame the Loyaliſt 


lor improving the advantage, which you Tikes 
incautiouſly given him againſt yourſelf; and 
therefore he will combat you a third time with 
your own Weapons. 

Yeu have very juſtly adopted the doctrine 
ol the Loyaliſt, * That the Scripture- examples 
prove that the ſaints, in caſe of neceſſity.— 
may be ſubje& to tyrants and uſurpers in 
* all things lawful, and yet be blameleſs.” — 
Do you really believe, that, in teaching this 
ſound doArine, you have taught, © That the 
* ſaints muſt be ſubject to the yoke of oppreſ- 
* lien, whether they have power to throw it 
off or not? Doth this doctrine prove too 

* much, and therefore proves nothing ? Are 


all theſe Scripture-examples, if you ſhould 


„ Lepeat them a thouſand times over, a mere 
nought in the debate, and merit no atten- 
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tion? Can you prevail with yourſelf to 
© © believe that you have taught a doctrine 
_ © contrary to the principles of ſelf-preſeryz. 
ce tion, Scripture, and common ſenſe?— 
No indeed, you cannot perſuade yourſelf 
that any ſuch abſurd conſequences flow from 
your doctrine; you cannot believe, that a 
pure fountain can ſend forth ſuch puddly wa. 
ters as the © ſurly doctrine of Paſſive Obedi. 
e ence and Non-refiſtance.” And you know 
very well alſo, that when teachers in Iſrael 
infer error from truth, from a pretence of 
defending the truth, they uſe. the armour of 
Hell, in defending the cauſe of Heaven.— 
You and the Loyaliſt have taught the very 
fame truth, and almoſt in the very ſame words. 
But pray, Sir, how. comes it to pals, that this 
truth from the mouth of the Loyaliſt, © rows 
into the deep ſea—of tyranny ;” but in 
your mouth it “ looks unto the loſty moun- 
« tains and little hills, that bring peace unto 
ce the people by righteouſneſs ?” The ſolu- 
tion of this difficulty in your next, will be 
very obliging. 
The application of Scripture precepts and 

| examples made by the Loyaliſt, is preciſely 
this; That if it was the duty of the ſaints, 
in times paſt, to obey the lawful commands 
of Heathen rulers, when it was not in their 
power to have rulers of their own religion, 
as was the caſe with Iſrael in the land of 
Chaldea, and. with the primitive Chriſtians 
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in the Heathen Roman empire; then it muſt 
be our duty to obey the lawful commands of 
Chriſtian Magiſtrates, who rule over us by 
The force 
and juſineſs of this reaſoning is obvious even 
to children in knowledge ; but you, Sir, a 
maſter in Iſrael, either cannot, or will not 
underſtand it. And the application of Scrip- 
ture precepts and examples leads, not into 
« the hoſtile camp of abſolute power, paſſive 
© obedience, and non-reſiltance,” but into 
the camp of a dutiful ſubjection to the preſent 
c:vil Britiſh government. This application 


you have very carefully, if not deceitfully, 


concealed from your readers, that you might 
have a ſpecious pretence of railing againſt 
your antagoniſt, as an enemy to the civil 
and religious liberties of mankind. * But, 
« perhaps, you had not as yet conſidered, 
* that provoking and reviling ſpeeches are 


not to be uſed as armour in the Chriſtian 
bs warfare.“ 


See Loyaliſt, p- 2 5th, at the foot, Se. 
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- SECTION, Iv. 


Contains a Detection of Mi en eee 
| Calumnies,- "Oe Contradictions. 


* 


Avpvocartes for the cauſe of God and 
truth, ſhould have their loins girt about with 
truth, and the armour of righteouſneſs on the 
right hand and on the left: But the following 
quotations from your Letter, will convince 
the intelligent and impartial reader, that, in 
ſeveral inſtances, you have put off this ar. 
mour. Faye repreſentations of the truth, 
are equal to a denial of it. Calumnies are 
a {word in the reputation: To let one truth 
in direct oppoſition to another, is the deſiruc- 
tion of both. And therefore the detection 
propoled here, 1s very necellarxy. 

Almolt in every page of your Letter, you 
repreſent the Loyaliſt as teaching, „ That 
„ mankind mould bear the yoke of. ſlavery, 
% even when it is in the power of their hand 
&« to throw it of.” The truth is, that che 
Loyaliſt (p. 6.) has taught a very different 
doctrine, viz. © That men ſhould not remain 
_«: ſlaves, when they can procure their liberty 
„by lawful means.” Is this the ſurly doc- 
trine of Paſſive Obedience and Non-reſiltance! 

In the 15th. page you repreſent the Loyaliſt, 
as if he comprehended the meek and gentle, 


« and the froward prince, within the ”_ 
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« and example.” This is a very great mil- 
repreſentation. It is not I, Sir, but an inſpired 
Apoſtle, who hath comprehended the meek 
and gentle, and the froward ruler, within the 
precept and example. x Peter ii. 18. Servants, 
be ſubject to your maſters with all fear, not 
only to the good and gentle, but alſo to the 
rewards; It will not avail you to lay, that 
this is not an exhortation to be ſubject to 


ſcrence between magilterial and magiſtratical 
authority. The ſubjection of ſervants to 
maſters differs not in its nature from the ſub- 
jection of people to princes. There were 
jaints in Cæſar's houſhold, and this precept, 
no doubt, bound them to be ne to their 
royal maſter in the Lord. 

In the 97th. page, you repreſent the Loyaliſt 
as teaching, That Cæſar's due, by the divine 
„law, was à halter and a gallows; and that 
* this very odd ſenſe of our Lord's words, 
„is altogether his own; and why ſhould he 
palm his oddities upon the Reformed Preſ- 
« bytery.” You know very well, Sir, that 
the Loyal conſiders the anſwer of our Lord 
unto the ſpies, as a command to pay tribute 
unto Cæſar. And you likewiſe know, that 
the Reformed Preſbytery conſiders death as 
Ceſar's due. They teach, p. 150. of their 
Teſtimony, “ That, by the divine law, Cafar 
had a juſt title to all that was due to an 


* ulurper, idolater, and murderer.” Now, 
| I 
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if Czſar's due was that of a murderer, he 
certainly deſerved a halter, or ſome other in; 
ſtrument of death. And if the ſenſe of. our 
Lord's words, which your. Preſbytery hay 
given, and which you have adopted (p. gf, but 
near the foot), be a very odd ſenſe, as it really {th 
is, it is altogether your own: And why * 
e ſhould you palm your oddities upon we 
« Loyaliſt? And why do you flander and I 
« upbraid bim with your lie; and allo deal b 
« treacherouſly with your own candour and © 
« honeſty ?“ It is not the Loyaliſt, as you 
ſalſely ſay, but the Reformed Preſbytery, and 
your ſelf folowing their example, who “ have 
« ſpecihed the verdict of the law; and as 
«judges upon the bench, without ſcruple or 
„ heſitation, have announced, that the verdid 
& of the divine law, in the caſe of Caſar, 
«© was death, a halter, and the gallows.— 
„ This falſe interpretation dropt, not from 
„the pen of the Loyaliſt, but from the pen 
of the Reformed Preſbytery; and therefore 
they, and not the Loyaliſt, have borne falſe 
<«< witneſs againſt Chriſt.” This odd ſenie 
is ſuch a groſs perverſion of a plain precept, 
it wears an aſpect ſo ſurly and forbidding, 
that you are aſhamed of it, and therefore laid 
it down at your neighbour's door; but it is 
now returned to you and the Reformed Prel- 

bytery, as the right owners. e 
In the Tooth. page, you repreſent the Loy: 
aliſt as teaching, that Chriſt ſinned in paying 
1 «© tribute 
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tribute to the Temple.” You know very 
Fell, Sir, that this s a falſe repreſentation. 
The Loyaliſt has no-Wwhere ſaid, that Chriſt 
ſinned in paying tribute to the Temple; 
but reaſoning upon your own doctrine, “ That 
the tribute, which Chriſt paid at Capernaum, 
was for the ſervice of the Temple,“ ſays, 
* p. 21.) That if it was ſinful, as the Reformed 
Preſbytery have taught, to pay tribute for 
fel upporting a Pagan civil government, it 
could be nb leſs ſinful to pay tribute for 
ſupporting a Church, that was wallowing 
ein the mirs of error and immorality.”— 
be Loyaliſt never ſaid, that Chriſt ſinned, 
1 paying tribute either to Cæſar or to the 
emple; and therefore it is not his, but your 
wn doctrine: which, to ule your oun words, 
ath *© confounded the Retormed Preſbytery, 
' and entangled the Lord of glory in a ſinful 
dilemma. And. had you dealt honourably 


pen with him, whom you acknowledge to be 
doe your Lord and Maſter, you would have 
ale endeavoured to vindicate him from both, 
ene inſtead of entangling him in both.” - 


You repreſent. the Babylonians as always 
preſliing the Ifrael of God in the time of 
he Captivity. *. "The government,” ſay you 
P. 17. ) © of the tyrapts of Babylon, inſtead 
ok being a blefling unto them, had, from 
beginning to end, been a ſcene of violin, 
'Cranny and oppreſſion.” The prayer of 
polomon at the dedication of the Temple, 
and 
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£ 
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and the gracious anſwer returned unto. it, 
when Iſrael lojourned ingghe land of Chaldes 


are a ſufficient _reſutation” of this falſe repre. 


ſentation. 2 Forgive thy people, ſaith Solomon, 


(i Kings viii. 50.) bat batb finned againſt 
thee,—and give them. compaſſion before then 


who, carried them captive, that they may have 
compaſſion on them. © See this prayer an- 
« ſwered,?. ſays Henry, „ Pal. cvi. 46. He 


"of made them. to be pitied of, all thoſe. that. Care 


cc ried. them captive: Which, ik, it did Dot 
« enlarge, yet eaſed, their eaptivity. 2 The 
Irael of God would. have been cut off from 
being a nation, if © the, government of the 
« Babylonians bad, from beginning to end 


„ been a ſcene of violence, tyTanny and Of 


ec * preſſion.” .. | 
And (p. 37.) following Algernon Sydney 
who, according to you, was a learned gentle. 


man, and an excellent commentator; and, 
according to others, a learned Deift; . you 
repreſent all the Roman Emperors as“ a rab 


«© ble of monſters,” without excepting any one 
of them. It is true, that many of them were 
monſlers of cruelty to Chriſtians ; but that 
they were all ſo, is a downright. ſalſehood, — 


„he mild behaviour of the Roman Empet⸗ 


« rors towards the Chriſtian religion, while 
<« but 1 in the birth, none of them. in the fill 


« century, except Nero and Domitian, tell- 
e fying their diſpleaſure therewith, contributed 


«to the eſtabliſhment thereof.—ln the ſecond 
10 cel 


— * 
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century, ſome of the Roman . 
Ea were conſiderably mild and humane; and 
re. the numbers of Chriſtians, exceedingly in- 
on, creaſed in the empire. In the third century, 
ii Chriſtians were often favoured by the Ro- 
ben man State. Under moſt of the Emperors, 
are their religion was no bar to civil or ene 
MF" preferment *.“ 
HF Much of your Letter bellt of i 
(RES contradictions, wbich would tempt one to 
Dai tink, that it was written, not by one, but by 
veral perſons not of one nad and that it. 
nas put to the preſs by one, who had not 
ability to diſcern,” that one part of it was 
hoſtile to another. The Loyaliſt will not 
eary the reader; by tranſcribing all your 
arring ſentiments ;; the few (ROWE ſhall 
ſerve as a ſpecimen of otherᷓss 
In the 96th; page you ſay, 4 Curiſt. in 
general, teaches to give Cæſar all things, 
that by the law of God, were due to him; 
band at the ſame time enz joining the Jews 
that, under pretence of giving men their 
demands, they rob not God of his due.“ 
nd in the very ſame page you ſay, The 
Reformed Preſby tery juſtly deny, that Chriſt, 
in his anſwer to the ſpies, ſtated either 2 
ſar's due, or God's due.” You will eaſily 
ee, Sir, that theſe ſayings, like the * of 
be lame, are not 8 | 
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e ſtracy is an ordinance of God, as Creator 
e the God of nature.“ And in the 11 fh. page 


Scripture, of any other power or dominion 


gives the lie to the firſt: If no power is ex. 


Do you really think, Sir, that the effential 


God, as Creator of the world, is King cf 


that Magiſtracy is not a goſpel ordinance 


— 


In the 1 Tath. page you * aſſert that Magi. 
«and moral Governor of the world, or a; 
you ſay, © There is not the remoteſt hint in 


«exerciſed, in the kingdoms either of prori 
« dence or or grace, but that Which is dele. 
« gated to Chriſt. The laſt of theſe! ſayings 


erciſed, in the kingdom of providence or d 
grace, but what is delegated to Chriſt, then 
the power of appointing the ordinance of 
Magiſtracy muſt be delegated unto him; and 
thus Magiſtracy is not an ordinance of Gol) 
as Creator of the world, or as the God ef 
nature, but an ordinance of Chriſt, as Mediator, 


kingdom of a Three-one G00, is ſwallowed 
up in the mediatory kingdom of Jefus Chrilt 


< the fame, by an original, underived right: 
* and fo he hath the ſupreme power over it; 
„of which he can no more diveſt himſel, 
e than of his being. This is the eflential 
« kingdom, common to the three Perſons it 
ce the glorious Godhead, the Father, the Son 
« and the Holy Ghoſt &. 3 

You have juſtly granted, in the Il 5th. page, 


* Boſton on the Covenant of Grace, p. mibi, 257. 


but 
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„. bot in en this, you have ann, 
Ty 

tor the doctrine of your own Preſbytery, about 


me foundation of Magiſtracy. In the page. 
ape Wi no. quoted you ſay, Neither the Reformed: | 
n Preſbytery nor. their followers, ſo far as I 
ion know, ever ſaid, that Magiſtracy is as much 


= 2 goſpel ordinance as preaching the word, 
ele. and | baptiſm, & . nor that it is any way 
nos" > goſpel ordinance. No ſuch thing is im- 
en. plied, in any thing they have either pub- 


+ of liſhed or taught on that ſubject.— The man 


ben who will venture to make ſuch an inference, 


e muſt thereby expoſe either his own igno- 
aud rance or diſhoneſty.” The Loyalif, Sir, 
30d vill venture to make the inference, and your 


d ei elf being judge, will neither expoſe his igno- 
tot, rance nor diſhoneſty. The Reformed Preſ- 
tial bytery. have taught, page 189th. of their Teſti. 
wel mony, That GOD Almighty, and ſpecial. 
ri! protector and preſerver of his profeſſed 
io ei ſubjects in this world, hath authoriſed and 
ght: inſtituted, Id ufs wonp, the office and ordi- 
r itz nance of civil government.” Now, Sir, 
aſelf, ik the ordinance of civil government be inſti- 


That Magiſtracy is as much a goſpel ordi - 
ance as preaching the word, and baptiſm, &c. 
or goſpel ordinances are to be found, not in 


he Book of Nature, but in che Volume of 
Revelation. 


he written Word, is pregnant with abſurdities. 
G 2 i If 


tuted in the Word, the inference is inevitable, 
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If Magiſtracy is inſtituted. in the Word: 
then it flows from Chriſt as Mediator; 
for whatever inſtitutions are inſtitute in the 
Words, are properly Chriſtian inſtitutions, 
and do flow from Chriſt as Mediator, King 
IF, and Head Of the Church. Now, (1.) This 
principle is Eraſtianiſm in the abſtract.— 
Vea, it is making the Lord Jeſus Chriſt 
© abſt blaſpbe mia, the fountain of Eraſtianiſm: 
For, if the Magiſtrate's office flows from 
* hriſt, as Head of the Church; then the 
% Magiltrate muſt neceſſarily be a Church. 
officer: And if this is the caſe, his power 
cannot be confined to the two tables of 
« the law, but muſt extend to what are pro. 
perly ecaleſiaſtic matters. Now, what is 
„ Eraſtiapiſm; but the blending the civil and 
_ « ecelefiaſtic power or office-in the ſame per- 
« ſon ? Thus theſe brethren, by their ex- 
'« tremes, ruſli into the very evil they would 
« ſhun. (2.) The doctrine of Magiltracy 
= appointed in the Word, 18-grolsly Popilh; 
for upon this very account, the Pope, con. 
« ſidering Magiſtracy as an appendage of 
„% Chriſt's kingdom, takes upon him to diſpoſe 
of Kings and Kingdoms; and particularly 
<« to depoſe Kings for hereſy. (3.) If Magi 
« ſtracy is inſtituted in the Word, then tie 
« Heathen world can have no Magiltrates, 
« nor ever could; becauſe they wanted divine 
« revelation : ſo that this principle at once 


<« cuts off the far greater part of the * 
| | « from 


ä e e 
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rd, from a poſſibility of having Magiſtrates — 
or; Whatever be your own opinion, Sir, about 
the MW the foundation of civil government, you can- 
ns, WM not but ſee, that che Reformed Preſpytery 
ing have taught, not obſcurely, but ſo 5 
his "Ulfat he who runs may read, that Magiſtracy a 
4 goſpel ordinance, and peculiar only =: 
riſt, WM the proteſſed ſubjects of ſeſus Chriſt. But if 
ſm: EY is a'goſpel ordinance, whence is it, 
on that the Reformed Preſbytery, and their fol- 
the lowers,” have never obſer ved it ?: They know 
ch-W their Maſter's will, but do it not: And "1 that 
wer Wl ſervant which new bi, io f bill; "and: pre- 
ol pared not bimſelf, neither did according fo bis 
pro: will, ſhall be beaten with many ſtripes. 
t 18 Not a few pages of your Letter are tarniſſi- 
and ed with the ſin of ſlander, by which the empire 
. of Satan was erected, and is preſerved among 
mankind. In the 7ſt. 1 24th. and 127th. pages, 
you ſay, That the Allociate'Preſbytery' and 
the Loyaliſt allow the civil body an abſolute 
power to do as they pleaſe, without any law, 
* rule or reſtriction. —That they reject, with 
© corn and contempt, the idea of Scriptural 
« qualifi:ations and duties. That they cen- 
„ſure and condemn our Reformers, for en- 
« dexvouring to ſecure their civil and religi- 
* ous liberty, by Acts of Parliament. — That 
* they exalt unlimited, arbitrary dominion 
and tyranny, into the place of God's ordi- 


% Nance. 
* Preſbyterian Covenanter, P- 37. 
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© nance of civil government, and ſubjeg 
„ mankind to flavery.“ As you have offered 
no proof for theſe: ſayings, but your own 
iþſe dixit, which with you is ſufficient to prove 
any thing the Loyaliſt and his connectioq 
conſider them as downright calumnies. Can 
. thaticaulſe' be good, which needs the aid of 
bearing falſe witnefs againſt our neighbour? 
To uſe your own words, page roth. I con. 
_ * feſs, Sir, that had I not ſeen it in this, and 
various other inſtaness Would not readily 


have believed, that a ſenſe of honour and 


* honeſty would have ſuffered you to ſubmit 
« to as much ſilly aud {ſhoneſt Captioufnels 
as is diſcovered'ꝰ in the above miſrepreſen- 
tations, falſehoods, and manifeſt calumaies.— | 
„e It is too like conſciouſneſs, of a bad cauſe, 
and great difficulty in maintaining it, when 
&« ſuch methods are adopted for its ſupport.” 
You have, no doubt, preached on the Ninth 
Commandinent, which forbids the infernal, 
and miſchievous "iniquity of flander: You 
have told your audience, that not ſo many 
have fallen, by the iron weapon and the bow 
of fleel, as by men whoſe teeth are ſpears and 
arrows, and their tongue a ſharp {word.— 
That ſlanderers are of their father the Devil, 
who is a liar, and-the father of it : And that 
a falſe tongue will be puniſhed with Tharp 
arrows of the mighty, and coals of juniper.— 
Tuou therefore who teacheſt another, teachell 

thou not thyſelf? Thou who preachelt 1 "I 
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hould not bear falſe witneſs againſt his neigh- 

hour, doſt thou bear falfe. witneſs 2 7 7 
jn May the Lord preſerve you, Sir, and other 
ve preachers of faith and practice, from commit- 
| ing thoſe fins themſelves, - which they exhort 
others to avoid under pain of damnation, 
This proverb, Phyſician; Beal thy ſelf, is p- 
plicable to many Maſters in our degenerate). = 
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upplications, prayets,' and giving of thanks, 
be made for all inen: For; Kings, end. far. all 
that are in authority, Sc. Following this 
divine precept, as their infallible guide, Sece- 
ders pray publicly and ptivately, That God 
may bleſs our Sovereign King George, and 
the apparent Heir of the Grown, xc. 


Charity, which thinketh no evil, puts the 
belt conſtruction on the words of our fellow 
. nen and Chriſtians, which they will bear; 
-heſt but you, Sir, walking contrary. to the royat 
man law of love, have impoſed a ſenſe upon the 
* N "prayer 
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prayer of Seceders for Government, which is 
neither expreſſed, nor inſinuated in it, iz. 
That the prayer is an earneſt: ſupplication | 
„to the Lord, that he may continue and 


« preſerve an Fraſtian conſtitution *. Il « 


55 reader, poſſeſſed of common ſenſe, will Ml « 


eaſily diſcern, that your objections to the 


| public prayers of Seceders for Government, Ml * 


are the fruits either of real or of voluntary d 
ignorance; that they are injudicious, —ochari t 
table, and trifling to the uttermoſt. c 

In the 24th. page you object, That pray. Wl 1 
«ing for the King, for the apparent Heir of WW f 
ce the crown, and for the high Courts of Par. WW m 
© lament, without the exception of any evil, Wl i 
seg un approbation of the whole political Ml C 
*© conſtitution, in all its principles and admi- Wl ar 


e niſtrations, and a praying for its continu- P 


% ance.““ Seceders, Sir, are not afhamed to th 
approve of the monarchical form of the Britilh ¶ cc 


Government, nor do they ſcruple to pray for Ml pr 
the continuance of it; but they never approved IM th 
of, nor ever prayed for the continuance ol. 
evils in the conſtitution either of Church or Ml of 


State. Seceders cannot hinder: you to ſay, 
that they approve of, and pray for the con. 
tinuation of evils in the civil conſtitution, 
for the tongue can no man tame; but they 
can pray, that God may forgive you the fn 
of publiſhing a Lander, whilchs vou know to yo 
be falſe. ; _— 


SF as See a reply his anti; p. 2 28 7295 30. of the Lean. 
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la thi 234: page you object, „That it 
the prayers: of Seceders for Government 


have been heard at all, it ſeems rather to 


have been ing the ſenſs/ of the objectors; 
« for tlie continuance of an raſtian conſtitu- 


tion has all along been more viſible, «than 
prevalence of grace among che men 


« 'the 
« eſtabliſned upon it.“ Fine reaſoning in- 
deed! An Eraſtian conſtitution continues, 


therefore Seceders have been praying for the 


continuance of it. Men eſlabliſhed upon an 
Eraſtian conſtitution continue graceleſs, there- 
fore Seceders have been praying that they 
may continue graceleſs. Vou might as well 
ay, . Jewiſh infidelity continues, and therefore 


Chriſtians have been praying for the continu- 


ance of it. Popery continues, therefore the 
Proteſtant Churches have been praying for 
the continuance of it. 
continue in the fin of unbelief, is this any 
proof, Sir, that you have been Praxis for 
their continuance in it? 

In the 25th. page you object to the prayers 


of Seceders, That they deceitfully and 


* whimſically ſeparate between the bad man 
and his badneſs, and then make prayer 


* tor long life and proſperity to the bad man, 


eto have no reſpect to his badneſs, or evil 
© deeds.” Vou have, no doubt, exhorted 
your hearers to love, and to pray for wicked 
men, and, at the ſame time, to have no fel- 
lowfhip with them. in their unſruitful works 


„ 


Some of your hearers 


oh 
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of datknels : 3 and did your exhortation con. 
tain © a whimſical deceit; did you deceitfully 
4 ſeparate between the bad n mian and bis evil 
*** 
| Tn the 27th. page you mention 2 . repon my 
about ſome folks, whole political principles Ml © * 
_ © and prayers go much according to the faſhi. Wl ©} 
on; and about plots againſt the Proteſiant IM ©: 
40 ſucceſſion to the throne of theſe kingdoms:”. WM « 
As you have not told who theſe time-lerying WW © 
men are, the Loyaliſt has no buſineſs with Ml * « 
them. But if you, know of any ſecret plots i «: 
to overturn the Britiſh Government, you are Ml vh 
an enemy to your King and country, if you Ml in 
do not diſcover them. In the page juſt now I no 
quoted you ſay, That Seceders injure their Wing 
<* conſciences, by addreſſing the . throne of W* : 
grace, with contradictory and hypocritical N pa 
„ prayers.” You call their prayers contra. Wl * t 
dictory without proof, and therefore muſt be W* | 
held as a falſe accuſer. But pray, Sir, how cor 
came you t to know, that the prayers. of Se. per 
ceders are hypocritical? Did you never read cry 
Jer. xvii. 10. J the Lord fearch the, beart, ihe 
I try the rein.—? Have you learned from Ve 
% Reverend Father in the Seceflion—to al- Nane 
« ſume the prerogative of Jenovan ?” Thou we 
art therefore inexcuſable, O man, whoſoever Ne. 
thou art that judgeſt: for wherein thou judgeſi no 
another, thou condemneſt thy ſelf; for ibo 7h 
that ll oy the ſame things, 


But Br 
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hut if we may believe you, Sir, the prayers , 


| Wl of the Reformed Preſbytery for Government, 
upon your uncharitable, falſe, and abſurd way 


of reaſoning, are not a whit better, if not 


nuch worſe, than the prayers of Seceders.— 
The Reformed Preſbytery,” Tay you, p. 14. 
„ © plead for grace to their fellow-men of all 
it i © ranks and degrees, high or low, Prince or. 
"Wl © peaſant; Kings or ſübjects, the noble or. 
(„the ignoble, and for them who wear crowns, | 
th Wl © or that walk on "crutches, equal to Seced- 
ts ers.“ It is not my. buſineſs to judge, 
re Ml whether this prayer be offered up to God 
ou i in ſincerity, or in hypocriſy, for of theſe things 
none elſe is judge, but God. But your pray- 
er ing here © for grace to your fellow-men of 
all ranks,” and your praying, in the 17th. 
cal WM page, . for violence, and the vengeance of 
ra- Wl © the Almighty, - to be inflicted upon your 
be W'© perſecutors to the uttermoſt,” is a very 
on contradictory way of praying. But, perhaps, 
Se. Wperſecutors wearing crowns, or walking on 
ead Wcrutches, are none of your ſellow-men, and 


therefore you do not plead for grace to them. 
on MW Lou pray for grace to all who wear crowns, 


and, no doubt, for grace to the Pope, who 


deceders are not fond of praying for this 


Wear crowns, and conſequently for the preſent 
Britiſh King: But in this prayer there are 
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wears a triple crown of blaſphemies. Some 


notable blaſphemer, becauſe Paul calls him, 
The Son of perdition. You pray for all who 
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v more-exceptioas of evils about the Kiog, 

" and. the conſtitution, than in the prayers of 
| eders; © no evil is mentioned, nor in 
the leaſt infinuated.” - Now, Sir, according 
to your. own way of reaſoning, < No excep- 
tion being made in your prayer, who can 
we underſtand it otherwiſe, than that the ſup- 
& plicants approve of the whole; and the 
4 Conſtitution being Eraſtian, ſo the prayer 
_ * is an earneſt ſupplication for the continu: 
% ance of an Eraſtian Conſtitution.” Your 
prayer for Government, and that of Seceders, 
is the ſame. in ſubſtance; and you cannot 
evade the force of your own reaſoning, but by 
pleading, that the ſame prayer in the mouth 
of Seceders, is an earneſt ſupplication ſor the 
continuance of : evils about the King and 
Conſtitution ;- but in the mouth of the Reform. 
10 Preſbytery, is an earneſt ſupplication for 
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"IA you cenſure the prayer of Seceders 
for Government, as. © a form--preſcribed by 
* buman authority, and as a dry parade ol 
« royal epithets.“ But pray, Sir, is not 


. tA $4. 


human as that of Seceders? And is not your 
as theirs is. © of royal epithets 2”. For what 


up in general and indefinite expreſſions, is bel 
known to yourſelves. Seceders, being more 


nearly connected with the King and oo 
Qs 


a-reform: of theſe evils... In the page lat 


the form which you. have preſcribed, juſt as 
form as much.* a dry parade? of fair generals, 


reaſon your prayers for Government are wrapt 


: DEFENDED 5 
8. E of their native an than with 5 
of Ml all ethers who wear crowns or that walk, on 
in crutches, judge it, their duty to pray more 
ng particularly, for them; and the prayer of David 
bor Solomon, is their warrant for ſo doing; : 
wn Wl Give the 4ing thy Judgments, 0 Gods and * 
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and N to Mors Qoxngs,” 
m. is the title of your Pamphlet; but the title 
lor WM ſnould rather have been, Meddle not with 
lab « the Twelve Queries:“ for they are a lion 
in the way, an adder in the path. You had 
as much common ſenſe as to perceive, ad 
the ſafety of your cauſe lay in evaſive anſwers. 
In your anſwer to the firſt Query, you 
have not, becauſe you could not, mentioned 
a ſingle Covenanter- who, in the perſecuting 
period, refuſed to obey the King in things 
lawfal, till he became an abſolute tyrant. 
And from this, Sir, judge ye, whether the 
Reformed Preſbytery, or Seesders, have the 
honour of being the luccellors oi the worthy 
Covenanters. 
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You could not, for ſhame, ſay, as a reply 


required to proteſs principles, which they 
mult of ablolute neceſſity, contradict in prac. 
tice ; for ſuch a ſaying would be a repreſenta. M 5 
tion of God as a very hard Maſter indeed. Ml 
It is very true, as you have obſerved, * That . 
„ Chriſtians may be under dilpenſations 0 


0 Providence, i in which it is not in their power . 


* to carry their principles into praCtice :”— I « 
but it is as true, that there is a vaſt difference 
between inability to reduce principles into 
practice, and a contradiction of them in prac- 
Lice. Chriſtians: calt into priſon for che ſabe 
of Chriſt, can neither hear the word preached, 
nor receive the Lord's ſupper; now, in this 


« aced contrary to the precepts of God's 
* word, and the practice of the faints;” or 


proſeſſed one thing, and practiſed another.— 


<« are not required to proſeſs principles, which 
they mult of neceſſity, contradict im practice; 
becauſe the intelligent reader would aſk, Why 
then do the Reſarmed Preſbytery, and their 
ſolowers, diſown the Britiſh Government, 
and yet ſupport it as much as any of their 
neighbours, by going to law, by paying land 
taxes, toll, tribute, cuſtom 2 - 

Your ee to the third Query, i is a bon 


of erroneous and extravagant notions, abou 
| | prayer 


— 


« political principles, which you reduce, or 
(can reduce to practice.” You pretend to 
a. WH ſew, as appears from the contents of your 


Letter, That the Reformed Preſbytery, and 


—W*did in their time.“ But the practice of 


ce the Covenanters, and that of their pretended 
ito WM ſucceſſors, is as different, as light and darkneſs. 
ac- Our anceſtors, in the late perſecuting period 


ue “ in Scotland, were not fo well acquainted 
ec, with the ſcience of metaphyſies as their 
is WY ſucceſſors. They knew nothing of paying 
«tribute in an indirect and involuntary way, 


p „God. They did not ſpoil themſelves of 
pro. their goods with their own hands, nor with 
bands borrowed from their good neighbours; 
mans oF but they were ſpoiled of their goods by the 
biet bands of the robber himſelf, when taxes 
ce) were demanded to ſupport an army for ſup- 
V hy ' preſſing the goſpel * And as to. your 
ir gelulſing to pray for Govertment, the Loyaliſt 
dent, N glad to hear of your reformat 8 Vou are 
their Wome over to the camp of the Seceſſion; you 
land. ave ceaſed to do evil, and learned to do well. 
= 8@ plead for grace o all them that wear 
_ HEö; «conan, 
a 


_ See Loyalif, „ 


D F EN DT b.. 
prayer, as was formerly obſerved: Bat you 
have not mentioned a ſingle jot of your 


« their followers, can reduce every jot of 
« their political principles to practice, in the 
« ſame manner that our worthy Covenanters 
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by the wey, an adder in the path, that bite 
| Ihe borſe-beels, fo that bis rider falls backward Ml ! 


muſt not be ſeparated from the charaQers in 


how to behave towards Magiſtrates: : and iti 


o 255 SCRIPTURE" LOYALIST 
4 crowns, equally to Seceders“ The Briügt 


King wears a crown, and you did well not 
to exclude him from the number of Crowned 


heads. NOT SEEIELDIGITIAN 
To the fourth Querps! ku A ini the 


words of the Loysfſit, p. $row 4. That tte 


characters in Rom. xiii. 1. to the yth. verſe 


incluſive, are intended 10 mhew, what all 
«© Mapiftrates ought to be. The. kast part 


of this paſſage ſhews, what Magiſtrates ought 
to be; but you might have ſeen, with your 


eyes half open, that the queſtion is not about 
the characters, but about the precepts in tlis 


paſſage, and of what uſe they were to Clin. 


| 
ans, beſore Chriſtianity became the eſtabliſhed | 
religion of the empire. You did well to leg 


over the precepre, beoaule they were a fervent ( 


The precepts in the firſt part of this paſſage, 


the laſt part of it; becauſe ſhewing whit 
Magiſtrates ought to be, could be of no uk 
to Ghriſtians, without precepts enjoining them 


evident, even to children in knowledge, tha 4 
the precepts in this portion of Scripture, all 
. a direction to Chriſtians, in the Heathet 3 

Roman empire, how to behave towards tht Nc 
civil Magiltrates, who then were, v/z, to obe , b 
them in things lawful: Let every ſoul be 10 5 


Jeet to the Bigber powers, WC. The Sp 
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4 W of God hath connected the precepts in the 
o MW beginning of this paſſage, with the characters 
ein the cloſe of jt: Whats God therefore bath 
Wo | joined together, let not man put aſunder. 

he + To the fifth Query you have given a very 
the curious anſwer indeed, vis. That Magiſtracy 
le in itſelf, even while it is not veſted in the 
all MW perſon of any human adminiſtrator, is to 


dart « be practically : ſubmitted to by men; and 


ait < therefore. the Apoſtle, might, well egjoin 

our fſubjection to the Ordinance of God, even 

bout * in this abract ſenſe.“ If this dockrine be 

this true, as already obſerved, there is no need 
i. for Officers and Ordinances of men, and as 


little need for Officers and Ordinances of Gon. 
You can practically ſubmit tothe Ordinance 


without a crowned head to receive it. Could 


in this way, their clamours about exorbitant 


whit | 2 

_ ares would be effectually ſilenced. You can 
then} practically ſubmit to the Ordinance of preach- 
Jing without a preacher; and to the Ordinances 


of baptiſm and the Lord's ſupper, even while 
theſe Ordinances are not veſted in the perſon 
ok any human adminiſtrator, You can, prac- 
ically ſuabmit to the Ordinance of marriage, 


o obe and perform all the duties of the married re- 
be ſab ation, without entering into that relation. 


And you can practically ſubmit to the Ordi- 
n nance 


FEE . Aa 


of puniſhing evil-doers, without banithment, 
impriſonment, or death. | You can practically 
ſubmit to the ordinance: of paying tribute, | 


the inhabitants of Great Britain pay tribute 
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Lern 


et mate 


from a paſſage of Scripture, where nothitz 
5 j 


2 
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is faid ahout it, either directly or ;ndiregily; 
If Chriſt cd not recognize Cæſar's authority 


as lawiul, netther did he recognize it as un- 


lawful j for he ſays nothing about it, either 
good or bad. The queſtion aſked at him, 
did not lead him te tell, whether Czſar's 
authority was lawful or not; but whether it 


was lawful to give tribute, or not. Lou 


take it for granted, That Cæſar's 1 oh 


was unlawtul; but this you have. not proved, 
and never will. If Czfar's authority was 
unlawful, becauſe he was a Pagan, then there 
can be no ſuch thing as lawful civil authority 
in the Heathen world. Will you be ſo free, 


Sir, as to ſay, that civil authority is legitimate 


only among proſeſſed Chriſtians... The Loy- 
aliſt is free to declare, that it is as lawful 
tor Heathens to have civil n as 
ior Chriſtians to have it. f 

You durſt not look. the each Query in 
the face, becauſe it hath a reſpect to an article 
in the Creed of the Reformed Preſby tery, 
which is exceedingly erroneous, or rather 
blaſphemous; and therefore ſhould never 


have been named among Chriſtians x. The 


diabolical article is this, That the accuſers 


* of Chriſt ſpake the truth, when they ſaid, 


* as in Luke iii. 2, He found thts fellow 
perverting the nation, end forbidding to give 
tribute to Ceſar. Your anſwer to this Query, 

is a maſter-piece of evaſion, as will appear 
| b 
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by quoting the ſam of it. In p. ro8th:" you 
ſay, * That for envy the Jews delivered Chriſt 
«to. Pilate.— That the ſews expected, that 
« the Meſſiah, when he e would reſtore 
de the kingdom to Trrael. And that when 
60 the Jews laid the accuſation, Luke xxiii. 2. 
d apainſt Chriſt, they ſpake the ſenſe of the 
ce vation.” You muſt be convinced, Sir, if 
you are capable of conviction, that theſe 
ſayings have no more reſpe&' to the Query, 


than to the Popiſh doctrine of baptizing bells, 


and conjuring ſpirits. You might as well 
have ſaid, as a reply to it, That the ſun riſes 
in the eaſt, and ſets in the weſt. The queſtion 

is not about the envy of the Jews to Chriſt; 


nor about their carnal and erroneous notions. 


concerning the Meſſiah, and which brought 
wrath upon them to the uttermoſt: Nor is 
the queſtion, whether the accuſers of Chriſt 
ſpake the ſenſe of the Jewiſh nation, or not; 
but whether they ſpake .the truth, as your 


Teſtimony very plainly. inſinuates, page 151. 


You had not ſo much fool-hardineſs, as to 
adopt the Reformed ſenſe of Luke xxili. 2. 
Vou durſt not ſay, that the accuſers of Chrilt 
ipake the truth, when they ſaid, We found 
this fellow \perverting the nation, end forbid- 
ding to give tribute to Ceſar. And you had 
not ſo much honour and honeſty, as to confeſs, 
That the impious inſinuation in your Teſli- 
mony gives the lie to the words of Him, who 

cannot lie: Po. witneſſes did rife up; 1 
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_ 122 e thing. af e 970 
Al. XNXXV. ,I. b 2 85 9 v 181 23 
\:Your, anſwer 19. eden 16 0, confi - | 
of Lallchood-,and. 81 ETOP, +; WANT, eee 
weapons-in your warkares bd, al Foil 
You alert a. fatſehogd, when you. jay, - 
„Mt. Thotburn means eee than”; a pre; 
« ſerence of, Seripture-pregept. to the example 
© of the ſaints, Vie, know; 4h . ſentiments 
of men Sn by FheirWN.rdS„ a 9.7 it mult 
be obvious to euere peng pl, jug Fein 
« diſcernment, thay Me, Thorb 2 means”? 
no ſuch; thing, 48 - f. Scriptures 


* 


precepts tolexampleg;: but a rejection 9h; ex: . 


amples. His words are, „ Hreceptis nau ex. 
c amplic ſtandum: Qun cauls is not ſupported 
by examples, but Da: PretEDtSs: Praꝝs, Hir. 
where is the preference: whioh you, falk of,; 


If your cauſe ſtands not on the examples of 


the ſaints, are not their enamples rejected 
altogether? IH Mr. Fhorburn had meant only 
a preference of precepts to examples, he would 
certainly have ſaid, Magus preceptis quam: ex- 
amplis ſtandum: Our cauſe is ſupported more 


by precepts than by examples. A ſenſe of 


honour and honeſty ſhould have prevailed 
with you to confeſs, that Preceptis non ex- 
amplis ſtandum, is big with error; and a 
perſon of judicious diſcernment' will eaſily 
perceive, that the unnatural ſenſe which you 
have impoſed upon it, is equally erroneous ; 
or that the text is bad, and the. comment, not 
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a whit better. Neither Mr. Thorbirn» p- 
ſay you, nor the Reformed Preſbytery 7 
© reject, the approven example of the ſaints Ml tt 
„in Scripture ; but they prefer pews be pe 

+ precept. to the approven example of the . 
& ſaints?) But pray, Sir, where is your 
warrant for this preference? Are we not as 8 
expreſsly commanded to go forth Þ by che foot: Ml ' 
ſteps of the flock, as to believe in the Lord 2 
Jeſus Chriſt? Your: preference 18 extremely th 
abſurd, as well as erroneous. The approven Ml 
example of the ſaints, is an example agreeable 
to the precept; and ſo your preference is a 
virtual preferring of Soripture-precepts to 
Scripture-precepts, - which is neither good 
Divinity, nor found Philoſophy. Your at: 
tempt to prove this preference from Scripture, 


is a vain, a nugatofy attempt. Solomon,” 
ſay you, © brings in Wiſdom ſaying, Receive 
* my: inſtruction, and not ſilver : which 1 
4 to be underſtood, that inſtruction is to be 
* received in preference to filver.” But 
where, Sir, doth Solomon, or any other in- 
ſpired man of God, bring in Wiſdom ſaying, 
That Scripture-precepts muſt be preferred 
to the approven examples of the ſaints ?” 
As another proof of your preference, you 
quote 1 John! lil. 18. Let us not love in word, | 
ut in deed, and in truth: which is to be 
t underſtood, that the reality of love in the 
heart, is to be preferred to a hypocritical 
6 pretence,” If all your Lectures on i 
= pi 


—— — — — — — — 
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„ poſlages of Scripture! be like this, “ perſons . 
« of judicious diſcernment”? will not admire 
them. In this text the Apoſtle doth not com- 
pare “ the reality of love in the heart with 
e a bypooritical pretenee of love in the mouth, 
\r and give the preference to the former.“ 
Such a compariſon and preference would have 
© ſoppoſed, that there was ſome good thing in 
a bypocritical pretence of love; and therefore 
ls WM bs Apoſtle expreſsly forbids it: Let us not 
en bee in word, neither in tongue. A hypocriti- 
le cal pretence of love muſt not be laid in bal- 
. ence with a love without diſſimulation; but 

to mwuſt be rejected altogether, becauſe it is an 
od abomination unto the Lord. A hypocritical 
at. Wl pretence of love is good for nothing; and if 
re. the apoſtle John proves any thing for your 


„ burpoſe, it is this, That the approven exam- 
wm, ple of the ſaints in Scripture is good for notli- 


ng. © You mean no more, than a preference 

ol Scripture-precept to the approven exam 

* ple of the ſaints;“ but why were you not 

ſo juſt, as to except the example of the King 

of ſaints, who was @ ſervant of rulers; desving 

us en example, that we ſhould follow bi eh.. 
The ninth,, Qpery is, “ Don believes 


.. hag rot IF ; b 8 
on chat our bleſſed Lord, in the daqs of his 


humiliation, was ſubject to the powers which 
then were, or to. Heathen, Magillrates 2e 
Your anſwer to this queſtion, as uſual, is a 


the Ainet N | 
cal proſound filence.,.; Inilead,. of ſaying a ſingle 4 


word to this. Query, you [inſult Teure 
| 4 . 1 an 
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and the. underſtanding of every ſenſible reader, 
by a railing accuſation againſt the Loyalll. 
as a teacher of the doctrine of Paſſive Obedi. 


ence, and as © adducing the paſſive obedience 
„of Chriſt, as an example having the force 
* of a precept, and binding the -confciences 


| of Chriſtians to the defpotic authority of 
4 cruel tyrants.” Enough has been ſaid in 
the preceding pages to reſute this calumny; 


and you, Sir, are here challenged to mention 
a ſingle ſentence, where the Loyaliſt has ad- 


duced either the active or paſſive obedience 


of Chriſt, as arguments for flavery. It was 


far eaſier for you to raiſe, and to combat the 
| ſpectre of Paſſive Obedience, to ere& a man 


of ſtraw, and to fight with him, than to look 


in the face the example of Chriſt, \who' was 
fubject to Heathen Magiſtrates, or, as the 


holy Ghoſt faith (Ifa. xlix. 7.), was @ ſervant 
of rulers. The example of Chriſt was a lion 
in your way, and you were very careful not 
to rouſe up this hon. You knew very well 
that your ſafety lay in being as a deaf man 


who heareth not, and as a dumb man that 


openeth not his mouth. Vou durſt not con- 
tradi the Spirit of inſpiration, by ſaying, 


that Chriſt was not a ſervant of rulers; and 


you would not give your expiring cauſe the 
fatal ſtroke, by a oandid confeſſion, that He 
was indeed a ſervant of, or ſubje& to Heathen 
rulers. Cautioufly avoiding this Query, 28 i 


it had been a peſthoule, or as if it looked 00 
1 


Ce 
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your prineiples- with a very angry — 
nance, your unreaſonable and unmannerly 
attack on the- Loyaliſt, as a friend to ſlavery, 
is founded, not on the words in the Qgerx, 
but on a ſaying of the pious Henry op IIa. 


xlix. 7. „ Pilate: boaſted of his power over 
66 Chriſt, and this he ſubmitted to for our 


„ ſalvation.“ The doctrine of Paſſive Obedi- 


ence and Non⸗ reſiſtance, i neither implied 


nor expreſſed in this ſaying: and, in reviling 


the Loyaliſt as an advocate for ſlavery, you 
have. reviled a far greater Maſter. in Iſrael, 
a Maſter whoſe praiſe. is in all the churches, 
and. will be in them, when the tongues, of 
falſe accuſers are ſilent in the grave. Michael, 

the arch- angel, when diſputing about the body 
of Moſes, durſt not bring a railing accuſation 
againſt a damned ſpirit; but, yau have dared 
to bring a railing accuſation ; againſt one of 
the ſpirits of juſt men made perfect. Why. 
Sir, were you not afraid to dig up the duſt 
of this great and good man,—duſlt that {leeps 
in Jeſus, —and to throw the dirt of calumny 
upon it? But you meant not ſo, neither did 
your heart think ſo; you only intended to 
ſmite the Loyaliſt through the loins of a dead 
man, who could not ariſe and wipe off the 


reproach. The dead are very. harmleſs an- 


tagoniſts, they cannot take unto them the 

buckler and the ſhield, and therefore you are 

8 ſafe when * with them. 
1 
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| «© Magiſtracy is an ordinance of God; as the 
God of nature.” This is the only dired 
and ſenſible reply, given to any of the Queries; 


| doctrine taught in your Teſtimony, p. 189. viz, 
„That God hath inſtituted, Id KIs wonp, 


a complete paſſover, as uſual. Vou ſaw death 
in it to your cauſe, and therefore, Touch not, 
taſte not, handle not, were your only ſafe. - 
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Your anſwer to the tenth Query is, © That 


but, as obſerved already, it contradicts the 


<« the ordinance of . Civit Government.“ 


If Magiſtracy be founded in the Word of Gon, Ml + 
it muſt be an ordinance of Chriſt as Mediator, Ml | 


and peculiar only to Chriſtians; and as much 
_ a. goſpel ordinance as the preaching of the Ml 
Word, baptiſm, and the. Lord's ſupper. _ th 


Your anſwer to tne eleventh Query, is m 


guards. Inſtead of ſaying a ſingle word to 
the queſtion, you have wreſtled very mantully 
through five or ſix pages, with the fabric of © 


_ abſolute power, which, you ſay, is tumbling WW in 


« down, like the Baſtile- in France, and will 1 


have liberty erected upon its ruins: And, « 


no doubt, you imagine, that the cauſe of li- 


berty is much obliged to you, for your helping : 


down with this miſchievous monſter. - But. W By 


| It is far eaſier, Sir, to ſet up, and to combat I ſup 


a man of ſtraw, than to fight with tlie Scrip- Nh 
ture doctrine of the Loyaliſt, about obedience Wot 


to our civil rulers in things lawful. ** The for, 
% Query,” ſay you, < ſtands upon the ſlaviſi to 


« principles of Paſſive Obedience and Non- Were 
Mo 6 fe. 


> .'F 
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6 reſiſtance 3? but you knew very wolf" that 
the queſtion ſtands on a very different founda- 
tion, viz. on the approven example of the 
ſaints in Scripture, and therefore you durſt 
not meddle with it. The foundation of this 
queſtion, 'or the approven example of the 
Ifraelites, raſes your cauſe even to the founda- 
tion thereof, To which of the ſaints will you 
turn? If Iſrael were ſubje& to the worſt of 
their kings in all things lawful, and yet were 
blameleſs; it follows, beyond all reaſonable 
contradiction, that we may be fubjeQ; in all 
things lawful, to a king, under whoſe govern- 
is ment we enjoy our civil and religious liberties, 
ih and yet be blameleſs. 

t, In reply to che twelfth Quary,;; you ax 
e- many things as reaſons for ſupporting your 
to political principles ſo much by Acts of Parlia- 
ly WM ment; but your reaſons for ſupporting them . 


a> -& - wWw 


of o little by the Word of Gop, is ſummed up 
ng in a very few words. The Reformed Prel- 
vill i © bytery,”” fay you, © believe, that they ſup- 

nd, I © port their political principles wholly by ihe 
li- Word of Gop, even when they call in the 
ing WW © aid and authority of Acts of Parliament.“ 
But But if your political principles are wholly 
wat ſupported by the Word of Gop, pray, Sir, 
rip- Nvbat need is there to call in the aid of Acts 


2nce Wo! Parliament to ſupport them? Have you 
The. forgotten, that the Word of Gop is ſufficient 
wiln io ſupport all the principles of Chriſtians, 
Jon. eren without the aid of Kings and Parliaments? 
re- 1 1 
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The Loyaliſt is not ſo much foiled in argu- 

ment, nor will he. pay ſuch a poor compli. 
ment to the Holy Scriptures, as to' call in 
the aſſiſtance and authority of human decrees, 

for the ſupport of his political principles: 
They are built upon the foundation of the 
| Apoſtles and Prophets, IJxsus Cunisr himſelf 
being the chief corner-ſtone. This Query 
gave you a very fair opportunity to mention 
ſome portions of the divine Word, as the 
foundation of your faith about your political 
principles. But you have not, becauſe you 
could not, mentioned a ſingle text in the 
Sacred Volume, to prove that it 1s your duty 
todiſown the authority of Chriſtian magiſtrates, 
who are a terror to evil doers, and a praiſe 
to them that do well. You durſt not attempt 
to prove your political principles from the 
Word of Gop, becauſe it would have been 
an attempt to prove, that rebellion, which is 
as the ſin of witchcraft, is authoriſed in the 
holy Oracles. Falſe accuſation, which is 
a frequent and keen arrow in your quiver, is 
2 great part, as uſual, of your reply to this 
query. The Loyaliſt,” ſay you, hath 
« relinquiſhed the whole of the civil part of 
tc ur Reformation : he cenſures and con- 
r demns our Reformers, for acting a needlels 
part in their As of Parliament; and that, 
« upon his principles, the only uſe of the 
«© Word of Gop is, to give a divine ſanction 


r to deſpotic dominion and tyranny.” * 
: 


* 
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1 like the el part of the ſayings! in your Letter, | 
- is ſaid without proof. It is a truth, That 
n % you are not bleſſed with a happy capacity 
85 « of expreſſing your thoughts in a narrow 
;: WW © bounds;” but you ſeem to have a very un- 
1e happy logical capacity, of drawing concluſions 
if MW contained in no premiſſes, but in your own - 
ry imagination, that you may have an opportu- 
on nity of throwing the dirt of calumny at your 
he opponent. . To murder the character of your 
al neighbour, under pretence of defending the 
ou MW truth, is no leſs criminal, perhaps, than the 
he offering of human facrifices .to God. The 


ity Loy aliſt never uſed a ſingle ſentence in the 
es, Word of Gop as © a ſanction. to tyranny.” “ 
He is no enemy to. © the civil part of our 
„Reformation; nor did he ever © cenſure 
« and condemn our Reformers for acting a 

« needleſs part in their Acts of Ferien 
But he dares not, like the Reformed Preſby- 
tery, detract from the perfection of the holy 
Scriptures, by „calling in the aid and autho- - 
« rity of AQs of Parliament,” for ſupporting 
his political principles; for the Law of the 
Loxp, which is perfect, is ſufficient . for his 
purpoſe. In the concluſion of your Letter, 
you have plainly, but very undeſignedly given 
up the cauſe to your antagoniſt. Your own 
tongue hath fallen upon you, and, in one 
ſentence, has demoliſhed the ſtudy and labour 
of ten years. The force of truth is ſo great, 
that it will not be always held in unrighteoul- 


13 = | nels; 


\ 


* 


neſs: The Scripture- examples, ſay you, 


(p. 128.) „prove, that the ſaints, in caſe of 


_ * neceſſty, may be ſubje& to tyrants and 
„ uſurpers in all things lawful, and yet be 
„ blameleſs.” By this ſaying, you have 
abandoned your abſurd and irrational ſenſe 
of Rom. xiii. x, and of other parallel texts; 


you have adopted the juit and obvious ſenſe 
of the Loyaliſt; and you have granted all 
that he pleads for, whether from Scripture 
precepts, or examples. You have admitted 


the principles-of the Loyaliſt, and will never 


be able, by fair argumentation, to overthrow 
His reaſoning from them. If © the ſaints, in 
© caſe of neceſſity, may be ſubject to tyrants 
© and uſurpers in all things lawful, and yet 
©« be blameleſs;”” is-it not a fair and unavoid- 


able concluſion, That ſaints may be ſubject, 


in all things lawful, to Chriſtian Magiſtrates, 
who are neither tyrants nor uſurpers, and yet 
be blameleſs ? 5 8 
The Jews, in the time of the captivity, 
and after their return to their own land, were 


ſubject to Pagan princes, and yet were blame- 


leſs; and their caſe was a caſe of neceſſity, 
it not being in their power to ſet one of their 
brethren over them. Chriſtians in the Roman 


empire were ſubject to Pagan princes, fot 


about three hundred years, and yet were 
blameleſs; and their caſe too- was a caſe of 
neceſſity; for being few in number, and as 


| lambs in the midſt of numerous wolves, they 


could 
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60536 not depoſe Heathen, and ſet up Chriſ. 


tian civil rulers. Your caſe, Sir, and the 
caſe of your followers, is a caſe of neceſſity: 
being but a handful, compared with the in- 

habitants of your native country, you cannot 
ſet a covenanted king over you; and there- 
fore, upon your own principles, you may be 
ſubject, in all things lawful, to the preſent 
Britiſh Magiſtrates, and. yet be blameleſs, 
even though they were as tyrannical as the 
infernal Nero. | 
: If « the faints, in caſe of neceſſity, 1 may 
w « be ſubject to tyrants and aſurpers, in all 
in WM © things lawful, and yet be blameleſs;” it 
ts WW plainly follows, That Paul did not exhort the 
et MW Romans, in their caſe of neceſſity, « prati- 
d. MW © cally to ſubmit to the ordinance of Magi- 
*, MW © firacy, even when it is not veſted in the 
s, MW © perſon of any human adminiſtrator;” but 
et exhorted them to be ſubject to their Heathen 
Magiltrates “ in all things lawful.” 


— w 
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» 


y, Now, Sir, you muſt be convinced, if you 
re are capable of conviction, That you have 
ie - very incautioully refuted andſ rejected your 


ty, own whimſical doctrine of a , practical ſub- 
eir W © j<Cion to the ordinance of Magiſtracy, even 
an W © when it is not veſted in the perſon of any 
for M © human adminiſtrator.” And if © the ſaints, 
in caſe of neceſſity, may be ſubject to ty- 
* rants and uſurpers in all things lawful;” 
it evidently follows, even upon your own 
principles, That Paſſive Obedience, * 
ule 


96 The. SCRIPTURE-LOYALIST 
5 ſuffering, rather. than ſinning, and Non. reſiſt 


ance, or a not repelling force by force, are 


the indiſpenſible duties of the people of God, 
in caſes of neceſſity: And if this be ſurly 
and laviſh doctrine, you have wreathed the 


_ yoke of {ſlavery juſt as much about your own; | 


and the neck of your fellow men and Chril. 
tians, as the Loyaliſt has done. And how 
canſt- B fey to thy brother, Let me pull out 


the beam out of thine eye; and behold, the ſame 


beam'is in thine own eye? And if you will not, 
the intelligent reader will eafily ſee; from the 
preceding pages, that the edging; features of 
your Anſwers to the Twelve © Queries, are mere 
evaſions, miſrepreſentations, calumnies, con- 
tradictions, vain and nauſeous repetitions, 
raiſing the ghoſt of Paſſive Obedience and 
Non. reſiſtance almoſt in every page, and fight. 


ing with it; ſalſe and. abſurd interpretations. 


of ſome divine precepts, and a nene cla- 
mour for a deſperate Kanes, 

When I read on the Title- page of your 
Letter, 4 /oft anſwer turneth away wrath; 
and preſently fell in among invectives, calum- 
nies, and hilly evaſions; I could not but blame 
you, for matching ſuch filthy droſs with the 
pureſt gold. Jerom, ſaid to Helvidius, his 
opponent, © Being vanquiſhed by truth, you 
© betook yourſelf 1 to ill language.“ Ard you, 
Sir, not being able to deſend yourſelf! by ſold 
and ſober reaſoning, have truſled to your un- 


happy laculty. in crimination bad cautes only 
- dive 


F 
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drive men into ſuch refuges. . I am perſuaded, 
that nothing - but blind zeal in a bad cauſe, 
could have thrown you into ſuch diſingenuous 
methods and artifices. 'The Epheſians were 
quiet enough, till their Diana began to totter: 
And, Sir, your paſſionate outcries againſt the. 

Loyaliſt fonify, that he hath touched you to 
the quick. When one told Luther what 


' hideous outcries his enemies made againft 


him, and how they reviled him in their books; 
« I know,” ſaid he, © by their Daring: that I 
« have hit them right.” | 


” 
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Szewe tb, that Mr. SrEvxx's Arguments are 
altogetber e to eee bis aol 


| The Loyaliſt, Sir, i in the prese pages, 


has acted on the defenſive, and endeavoured 
to wipe off the duſt, caſt by you on his argu- 
ments drawn from divine precepts, and ap- 
proven examples: And here it may not be 
improper to act offenſively, to enter the camp 
of the Reformed brethren, and to combat them 
on their own ground, and with weapons of 


their own framing. 


If it were true, as your Tehimouy plainly 
teaches, that Chriſt forbade the Jews to give 
tribute to Cæſar, you cannot conclude from 
this, that, tribute is not due to the _— 

Q- 
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_ «© the perſon of any human adminiſtrator,”— 


a uttermolt 3”? you cannot reaſonably con- 


Government; nay, you might as juſtly: con- 


clude, that it is not due to any Government per 
on the face of the whole earth. And ſuppoſ. dan 
ing it to be true, that Cæſar had no right WM fay 
to tribute, becauſe, as your Teſtimony ſays, Wl © " 
* he had a juſt title to all that was due to er 


an ulurper, idolater, and murderer;“ you “ 
cannot infer from this, that the Britiſh Magi. ma 
ſtrates are uſurpers, idolaters, and murderers, Br. 


and therefore tribute is not due to them, but {Writ 


a halter, or a gallows, is their due.—If it were nie 
true, as you ſay, That Chriſt did not recog: I ni 
<« niſe the power of Cæſar as lawful, nor com. L 
© mand the Jews to pay tribute to him, 'as e 
n lawful: Magiſtrate; it cannot follow, “ 
that the authority of the Britiſh Magiſtrates, co 


is unlawful, and that they are unlawful I th. 


Magiſtrates.—If it were true, as you have ru 


abſurdly taught, That Paul exhorted the Mre: 
„„ Chriſtjans at Rome, practically to ſubmit “ 


<* to the ordinance. of Magiltracy in the ab- 
<« ſtraft;” it cannot follow, that the Britiſh MW” 
Magiſtrates are as bad as the Roman Czſars, 
and therefore obedience is not due to their 
lawful commands, but to. © the ordinance of 
« Magiſtracy, even when it is not veſted in 


Tf it were lawful, as you very unwarrantably 
have affirmed, *«* That we ſhould. pray for 
& vioience and the vengeance of the Almighty, 
eto be inflicted upon our perſecutors to the 


clude 
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n. clude from this; that our civil rulers are 
nt perſecutors, and that it is lawful to pray for 


jf. W damnation to them. If it were a fact, as you 
he Wl ay, without the ſhadow of proof, That our 


„noble army of Covenanters and Martyrs, 
o rejected the authority of the tyrannical 
ou royal Brothers; you cannot, with any 


i. N ſhadow of reaſon, infer from this, that the 
8, Britiſn King is à tyrant, and that his autho- 
ut I rity ſnould be diſdwned.— If all your calum- 
re W nies and contradictions, your falſehoods and 
g. nmiſrepreſentations, were true; and if the 
n. I Loyaliſt were a teacher of the “ ſurly and 
231 ſorbidding doctrine of Paſſive Obedience 
w, “and Non,. reſiſtance;“ it cannot be fairly 
es. concluded from any, or from all of theſe 
things, that ſubjeQion is not due to our civil 
ve rulers in all things lawful. The judicious 
he reader will eafily diſcern, That your argu- 
nit “ ments prove too much, and therefore prove 
b. nothing, that they go for nought in the 
ſh W* preſent buſineſs; and that if you ſhould 


s, * repeat them a thouſand times over, they 
ir “are a mere novght in the debate, and merit 
of no attention.” And you yourſelf, Sir, muſt 


in Mee, if you are not voluntarily blind, That 
— Jour caule is built on the ſand, or on premiſes 
ly which do by no means contain your favou- 
or {Write concluſion, viz. That it is a fin to on 
y, che authority of the Britiſh Magiſtrates, and 
he to be ſubje& to them in all things lawful. 

If you abide by the matter in debate, 
ay you, (p. 129. ö 00 I have no | objections to 
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« ſee it out with you.” But tet not him that 
girdeth on his harneſs, boaſt hitvſelf as he 
that putteth it off: You may beheve it, Sir, 
the Loyaliſt will not ſee you again in the 
fairy-fields of a © practical fubmiſſion to Ma. 
« giſtracy in the abſtra&t;” nor in the martial 
camp of © Paſſive Obedience and Non-reſiſt. 

« ance.” If you ſhould write five hundred 
volumes on ridiculous and extraneous ſub. 
jects, a ſilent contempt will be the reply of 

the Loyaliſt. But if you begin, for you have 

not yet begun, © the matter in debate,” which 
is preciſely this, Whether obedience is due 
« to the preſent civil Britiſh Government, 
<« in its lawful commands or not ;*? the Loy- 
aliſt * hath no objeCtions to ſee it out with 
vou,“ if the Lord give time, ability, and MW ſe 
opportunity. For what reaſon you have to- a 
tally avoided © the matter in debate,” and a 
have blotted an hundred and thirty pages MW '* 
with extraneous matter, is beſt known to & 
yourſelf. | | | TE | g 10 
And here, Sir, the Loyaliſt once more ch 
defies you, or any other man, to prove, WM fat 
either by expreſs Scripture, or by fair and th 
neceſſary conſequences deduced from it, That I of 
it is the duty of Chriſtians to diſown the Pr 
authority of Chriſtian Magiſtrates, under 
whoſe government they enjoy their natural, I pi, 
civil, and religious privileges, and may lead to 
a quiet and peaceable life in all godlinels WW 
and honeſty, —_— Tl 
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IF the reader believes the holy Spirit, when he 
ſpeaketh expreſsly, he will believe alſo, that the _ t 
cauſe defended in the preceding pages, is the cauſe _ 

of God and truth; and that the Reformed Preſby- _ 

tery hath held up ſome of the plaineſt precepts of 

the law of Chriſt, to the deriſion of infidels, by 
explaining away their obvious meaning, and by 

impoſing upon them the moſt abſurd and ridiculous 

ſenſe. Their ſenſeleſs expoſition of Rom. xii. 1-7). 

and other plain precepts of a ſimilar nature, is 
a manifeſt token, that they have departed from 
the faith once delivered to the ſaints, m theſe pre- 
cepts, and, are following cunningly deviſed fables. 
The precepts of the divine Law, are commonly 
ſo plain, that their meaning is obvious to little 
children and babes, as well as to young men and 
ve, fathers. Had the Reformed Preſpytery miſtaken 
and WW the meaning of ſome dark ſayings in the writings | 
hat W of the Prophets and Apoſtles, or the import of ſome _ 
the prediction, wrapt up in metaphorical language, 
der charity, which thirketh no evil, would draw a vail : 
over ſuch a miſtake ; but when they pervert the 


* 


. 


ral, plain ſenſ he | . 
e of the plaineſt precepts, they deſerve 
ead to be withſtood to the . | „ E= 38 


ls The judicious reader will eaſily difcern alſo, 8 
That the Reformed Brethren are not going fortn 
o ORR 
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by the footſteps of Prophets, of Apoſtles, and of 
CnRITSsT, the chief Shepherd and Biſhop of ſouls; 
and, That they do not, and cannot, 4, Ha their 
Principles to practice. In words, they diſown the 
authority of the Britiſh.Government ; but indeed, 
they are truly loyal; for they ſupport Government 
as much, by paying tribute, as the moſt loyal ſub- 
jects in the nation. The Reformed Preſbytery are 
ſo ſenſible of this, that, in their Teſtimony, p. 199, 
they do not · teſtiſy againſt paying tribute br the 
ſupport of Government, but againſt a direct and 
Dactive, a free and. voluntary payment of it.“ 
This. diſtinction between a, voluntary and involun- 
tary. way. of paying tribute, is. a moſt. enſnari 
diſtinction; or, to uſe the words of the Reformed 
Preſbytery, it is a mere ſhift and artifice, and 
& ſerves for no ther. purpoſe,. but to cheat their 
on, and others Mfeiences. If this diſtinQon 
has. a foundation in the Word of Gon, no man can 
be under any neceſſity to ſuffer perſecution for 
gonfeience-ſake ; for, by an indirect payment, of 
tribute to the worſt of princes, and for the worſt 
of purpoſes, and by, an. involuntary act of obedience / 
to their moſt impious commands, we may prelerve Pt 
a good conſcience, and eſcape the rage of the enemy 
and avenger.. If this diſtinction be juſt, Proteſtants P 
in Popiſh countries, may have a lawful and an ealy. W v. 
way to eſcape baniſhmehit, impriſonment, or a cruel W P 
death; for an inyoluntary ſubjection to the idola- zu 
trous worllüp of the Romiſh harlot, and an involun- WW a 
tary invocation of ſaints and angels, will preſerve b 
chem in the peaceable poſſeſſion of their lives and W f 
liberties. According to this modern, rule of 
Chriſtian converſation, Daniel might have eſcaped 
the den of lions, by an involuntary reſtraming of 
prayer before G-d, for thirty days. The cl 
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Children migbt have efcaped the Fe furnace, bl 
by an ind olantary preſtrati ron befbre Nebicha@: 5 


nezzar's golden image. Our noble army of martyrs 


might have ſaved cheir lives, and preſerved a good 
conſciꝛnes too; - * an involuntary prayer for the 
king, as head of all eauſes, eic and eecfeſiaſtic. 

Were the preſent Gocérgmenr to demönd a tas. 
tion, for the helliſn purpoſe of rooting out the 
Chriſtian religion in Great Britain, the Reformed 
Brethren could eafily ſhelter themſelves from blame, 
ander the wings of an indirect and involuntaty pay- 
ment of it; which is nothing elſe bat an indirect 
and involuntary way off inning. Diſowning the 
authority of the Britiſh king, and- inferior” Magi. 
Rrates, is with them a great branch of reformation; 


bit their indire@ paying of tribute, or their invo- 


luntary way of ſinning, is a dead fly in this bex 
ol precious ointment; for J ws them to be 
boyz beyond all bounds of en and relig. 
The beſt apology, Which a Reformed*Preſbyteriah 
can make for paying tribute, or for an invefentary 
way of finning, may be expreſſed in the words of 
the Syrian general to the prophet HH: Ven 
I bo down myſelf inthe 2 Fimmon, ebe kor 
pardon toy ſervant in tbis ing. 1 
The imelligent reader "will ſee af irren the 
preceding pages, that the Reformed Brethren ave 
very juſtly denominated, TI ANTICOVERNMENT 


Propze, With'them the: ordinance of Magiſtraey 


in the abſtract, is ſufficient © to anfwer all the valu- 
able ends of civil government. They have no need 
of the ing, as ſupreme ;* nor of governors, that are 
ſent by bim, for ibe puniſhment of evil-doers, ad 
for my PO Y them that aq well ; for 1 they can 
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of any human adminiſtrator.”? “ 


Once more, the unbiaſſed and intelligent wake 


Will eaſily diſcern- alſo, that if the principles of 


the Reformed Brethren, about the civil government 
of Great Britain, were reduced to practice, all civil 


and natural relations among mark ind, would be 


'diflolved, and the whole world would be a Babel 


of confufion; — the connection between maſter and 


ſervant, parents and children, huſbands and wives, 


would be broken. Our Reformed Brethren diſown 


the authority of the Britiſh Magiſtrates, becauſe 
they want this, and the other Scripturel qualifica- 
tion ; and, for the ſame reaſon, the ſervant may 
diſown the authority of his maſter, and run away 


from his ſervice ; the fon may diſown the authority 
of the father that begat him, and of the mother 


that brought him forth; and the wife may diſown 


the authority of her huſband, may leave his boſom, 


and become another man's wife. Where is the 


maſter, the parent, or buſband, who doth not want 
this, and the other Seriptural qualification? — And 


I had almoſt forgotten to 


Tay, That the Reformed 


Brethren themſelves muſt be convinced of the mild- 


neſs of the Britiſh government, in its allowing them 
with impunity, nay, without any reſtraint, to dil 
own its lawful authority, from the pulpit and the 
.preſs, and in the moſt indecent, falſe, and reviling 


. Ipeeches ; ſuch as, The true religion 1s for ever 
«excluded, and the profeſſion and maintainance 
of idolatry and ſuperſtition, lie at the very foun- 


dation of the conſtitution, as the eſſential condi- 
« tions of holding the ſupreme, or any civil power 
« jn theſe nations &. It is a downright _—_—_— 

. 8 5 e 3 | cc "hat 
* Mr. Thorburn's Vindicie Magiſtratus, p. 126. | 
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4 That the true religion is for ever ch K.. 5 


« the Britiſh Conſtitution” for the King is obJged | 


by oath, „to maintain, to the utmoſt of his power, 


« the laws of Gol, the xrve- Profeſſion of the goſpel, 


« and. the Proteſtant religion. And it is no lefs 


falſe, « That the profeſſion, preſervation and main- 


& tainance of idolatry, are- the eſſential conditions 
« of holding the | ſupreme, or any civil power in 
« theſe nations.“ Is the Britiſh King, and inferior 
Magiſtrates profeſſors of idolatry ; and are they 


. obliged by the Conſtitution, to profeſs and preſerve 
it? The leaders of the Reformed Brethren know 


very well, that the contrary is the truth:: And for 


- 4g? 


what end they hold the truth in unrighteouſnels, 


revile the gods, and ſpeak evil of the rulers of their 
people, mult be left with themſelves. . *' 
The Loyaliſt has no ill-will at the people * 


Old Diſſenters, nay, he heartily withes, that their 


Miniſters may be wiſe in winning many ſouls to 


Cars r; but he canfiot wiſh well to their princi- 
ples about ſubjection to the Britiſh Magiſtrates, 
becauſe they are not built on a Thus ſazth tbe Lord; 

and becauſe diſloyalty is very hurtful to our Hol 


religion; for hereby we expoſe. it to the hat: 


ol princes, and arm their power againſt it. If the 
_ Preſent civil powers, provoked by dillo yal prin- 
 ciples and practices, ſhould draw the 1 55 againſt 


us, we will have ourſelves to blame, who firſt began 
the quarrel.. If one would conſult the Devil 


c himſelf,” Taith one, what courſe they ſhould 
take to blat the Wer of religion, that malig- 


nant ſpirit could not direct them to a more ef- 


| * feQual method, than to turn rebels to govern- 


ment, from a pretence of piety.” In the Apoſ- 


tolic age, the enemies of Chriſtianity could find no 
ſuch effectual calumny to ſink the credit, and expote 
the. 
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e religion of Jesus 10 the fury of perſecutors 


than this, That it was an enemy to etvil govern. 


ment. If we make our religion an argument for 
refuſing obediznce to the lawfal' commands of the 
Powers that be; we join hands with its avowed 
adverſaries; we juſtify their molt malicious calum- 
nies azaint it; and we confeſs it to be guilty of 
the molt infamous thlag that ever it was charged 
1 ß 2,2 FOE 
With, by the wort of its enemies, viz. I hat it lays 
traius of dilloyal principles in the hearts of men, 
to blaſt the authority, . and blow up the thronesof 
princes, . Therefore, if Chriſttans would not re- 
Vive the ancient and hellih calumny againſt the 


de walls ſer up again, then will they not pay toll, 
tribute, and tuſtom- | that this city is u tebellious 
city, end hurtful unto kings and provinces: And 
If they would not bring a reproach on the religion 
of their bleſſed Maſter, as if it taught mer go de. 
Tpiſe dominion, and to ſpeak” evil of dignities: Ant 
Tf they would not open the mouths of adverſaries, 
to blaſpheme that' worthy Name, by the which they 
are called, let them hear, not what this and the 


other Maſter in Ifrael ſays, nor what this and 


the other Act of Parliament ſays, but what the 


Holy Spirit ſaith unto the-Charches: Submit your- 


ſelves to every ordinance of man for the Lords fitke; 
whether it be to the fing as ſupreme; &c. For. ſo is 


toe will of "God, that with well-daing; ye may put 


to filence the ignorance of foolijh men x. . 
The Reformed Pretbytery, and their followers, 
will not think it a compliment, neverthelefs the 


Loyaliſt cordially wiſhes, that the fire of their 


miſplaced, though well- meant zeal, about civil 
government, may be extinguiſhed ; that the vail 


of 
* Loyalill, p. 49, 30. 
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5 of ignorance and prejudice may be removed from 

their minds, when they read Moſes and the Pro- 

” I phets; that they may return to the Faith Wien 

was once delivered unto the ſaints; and that they 

4 WW may go forth by the footſteps of Prophets ark 

90 Apoſtles, and be followers of the Prince of life, 

K who was a ſervant of, or ſubje& to, civil rulers. A 

4 % Ik the Lord ſhall be pleaſed to bleſs the-preced- 7 

ing pages, for preventing oppoſition to the truth, 

8 and for confirming any in the faith of the Scripture 

* BN dodrine of obedience to the lawful commands of 

we powers that be, the labour of the Loyaliſt wil! 

not be tif vin in the rl 09 70 

And that you, Sir, may never more be employed 

in publiſhing falſehoods, contradictions, mifrepre- 

ſentations, and malignant inſinuations, calculated 

to blacken the character of your opponents; that 

you may no more pervert and abuſe the Scriptures' 

of truth, for defending a cauſe which is altogether. - 

indefencible ; and that henceforth your tongue may 

55 be, not as a ſpear and arrow, to {mite and to ſlay 

ol the reputation of your neighbour ; but as choice 

filver, to ſpeak forth the words of truth and ſober- 

neſs, is the ſincere prayer F 30 
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